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PART I 


HIGHLIGHTS OF THIS ISSUE 

This listing does not affect the legal status 
of any document published In this Issue. Detailed 
table of contents appears inside. 

NONHUMAN PRIMATES—HEW proposes restricting Im¬ 
portation; comments by 4-14-75 —__ 11887 

EXHAUST EMISSION STANDARDS—EPA grants auto 
manufactures suspension request for 1977 model 


HIGHWAY SAFETY—DOT criteria for incentive grants to 
States for annual fatality rate reductions; effective 
3-14-75 ......... . 11870 


CAREER EDUCATION PROGRAM— 

HEW/OE announces closing date of 4-21-75 for receipt 

of funding applications -- --.. 11930 

HEW/OE proposes fund criteria for FY 1976; comments 

by 4-14-75 ....... 11928 

FOREIGN LANGUAGE AND AREA STUDIES— 

HEW/OE sets closing date of 4-15-75 for receipt of 

applications _____ ___ 11931 

HEW/OE proposes funding criteria for FY 1976; com¬ 
ments by 4-14-75 _____ ^.... _ 11930 

SUPPLEMENTARY EDUCATIONAL CENTERS— 

HEW/OE sets closing date of 4-25-75 for receipt of 

applications .... ...... 11931 

HEW/OE proposes funding criteria for FY 1976; com¬ 
ments by 4-14-75 _ 11885 

ANTIBIOTIC DRUGS—HEW/FDA provides test method 
for Tetracycline; effective 3-14-75.... _ 11869 

ASBESTOS PARTICLES—HEW/FDA restricts use in man¬ 
ufacture of parenteral injection preparations; effective 

4-14-75 - 11865 

BIOLOGICS—HEW/FDA proposal changing testing re¬ 
quirements for Smallpox Vaccine. Live; comments by 
4-14-75 ..-____ 11884 



(Continued inside) 


PART II: 

DRINKING WATER—EPA proposes Interim pri¬ 
mary standards; comments by 5-16-75 _ 11969 

PART III: 

MINIMUM WAGES—Labor/ESA determinations for 

Federal and federally assisted construction. 11999 


























reminders 

(The Items In this list were editorially compiled mi an eld to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no 
legal significance. Since this list Is Intended as a reminder, It does not Include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 

Rules Going Into Effect Today 

Commerce /EDA—Excess property: grant 
and loan program.™.. 6769; 2-14-75 
DOT/CG—Anchorage regulations; Beverly 
and Salem Harbors, Mass, special 

anchorage areas. . 6339; 2-11-75 

Loran-C system rate structure 

change .. 6338; 2-11-75 

Ust of Rubik Laws 

NOTE: No acts approved by the Presi¬ 
dent were received by the Office of the 
Federal Register for inclusion in today's 
LIST OF PUBLIC LAWS. 


ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may 
be made by dialing 202-523-5282. For information on obtaining extra copies, please call 202-523-5240. 

To obtain advance information from recorded highlights of selected documents to appear in the next issue, 
dial 202-523-5022. 




Published dally, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays. Sundays, or on official Federal 
holidays), by the Offloo of tho Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington. D.C. 30408. under the Federal Register Act (43 8tat. 800. as amended; 44 U-8.C-. 
Ch 18) and tho regulations of tho Administrative Committee of tho Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
la made only by the Superintendent of Documents, UjB. Government Printing Office. Washington. D.C. 20403. 


The Psmeral Racism provides a uniform s/fctem for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued 
by Federal agencies. These Include Presidential proclamsUons and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public Interest, 


The Federal Racism will be furnished by mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $8.00 per month or $48 per year, payable 
In advanoo. The charge for Individual copies is 75 cents for each Issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound. 
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents. X3B. Government Printing Office. Washington. 
D.C. 20403. 


There are no restrictions on the republican on of material appearing In the Federal Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


SUPPLEMENTARY MEDICAL INSURANCE—HEW/SSA 
adopts quarterly billing for Title II beneficiaries; effec¬ 
tive 4—14—75 ... . 11865 

TENANT SELECTION—HUD proposes requiring landlords 
in Rent Supplement program to declare criteria; com¬ 
ments by 4-15-75 -—-—--— ___ 11893 

INVESTMENT ADVISERS—SEC proposes requiring disclo¬ 
sure to clients of qualifications, methods and services; 
comments by 4-30-75 ...... 11897 

COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT—Commorce/NOAA allo¬ 
cates funds to states for program development .... 11863 

CONCORDE SST — DOT/FAA hearings on Draft Environ¬ 
mental Impact Statement concerning proposed limited 
operations; hearing dates 4—14 (Washington, D.C.) 
and 4-18-75 (Queens* N.Y.) ..... 11933 

MEETINGS— 

USDA/ASCS: National Peanut Advisory Council, 3- 
20-75 ....... 11922 


CPSC: Technical Advisory Committee on Poison Preven¬ 
tion Packaging. 4-29 and 4-30-75 .. 11936 

FEA: Retail Dealers Advisory Committee. 3-28-75 _ 11936 

FPC; Technical Advisory Committee on the Impact of 

Inadequate Electric Power Supply. 4-2-75 _ 11948 

HEW: President's Biomedical Research Panel. 3-31 

and 4-1-75 __ __ 11928 

NIH: Advisory Committee meetings for April and 

May ... .... 11924-11928 

Interior/Bonneville Power Administration: Draft Facility 

Location, comments solicited. 4-26-75 .. 11920 

NPS: Golden Gate National Recreation Area Citizens' 

Advisory Commission, 4-8-75 __... 11921 

Ozark National Scenic Rivcrways Advisory Commis¬ 
sion, 4-11-75 _____ ... 11921 

NASA: Research and Technology Advisory Council, 4-3 

and 4—4-75.... ... . . .. 11948 

DOD: DDR&E High Energy Laser Review Group, 4-1 

thru 4—4—25 ..... . 11918 

DOT/FRA: Railroad Operating Rules Advisory Commit¬ 
tee, 4-8-75 . ...11933 

Treasury: Joint Board for the Enrollment of Actuaries. 

3-19 and 3-20-75 ..... 11918 


contents 


AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 


Rules 

Dry bean warehouses; licensing of 

inspectors; correction..11840 

Expenses and rates of assessment; 

Potato Research and Promotion 

Plan_11880 

Limitation of handling and ship¬ 
ping: 

Lemons grown in Calif, and 

Ari*__11880 

Proposed Rules 

Limitation of handling and ship¬ 
ping; 

Limes and avocados grown in 

Fla-11876 

Milk marketing areas: 

New Orleans. La_11878 

Northern Louisiana_11879 

Notices 

Quality regulations; peanuts; 1974 
crop-11922 


AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND 
CONSERVATION SERVICE 
Notices 

Meeting: 

National Peanut Advisory Com¬ 
mittee ___11922 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See also Agricultural Marketing 
Service; Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service; 
Animal and Plant Health In¬ 
spection Service; Farmers Home 
Administration; Rural Electrifi¬ 
cation Administration. 

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION 
SERVICE 

Rules 

Quarantined area: 

Exotic Newcastle disease__11862 


Proposed Rules 

Viruses, scrums, toxins and anal¬ 
ogous products _ 11879 

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meeting: 

Satsop integrating Transmis¬ 
sion; FY 1976 Program _ 11920 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Notices 

Heariiun, etc.: 

Air Nauru _ 11933 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
Rules 

Excepted service: 

ACTION _ 11859 

Commerce Department _ 11859 

Environmental Protection 

Agency - 11859 

Federal Home Loan Bank 

Board _ 11859 

Health, Education, and Welfare 

Department _ 11859 

International Trade Commis¬ 
sion . 11859 

Justice Department _ 11859 

Transportation Department _ 11859 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See National Oceanic and Atmos¬ 
pheric Administration; Patent 
and Trademark Office. 

COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION 
OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 
Notices 

Fiber textiles, man-made: 

Haiti --_ 1X933 

COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM THE 
BUND AND OTHER SEVERELY HANDI* 
CAPPED 

Notices 

Procurement list. 1975; additions. 11936 


CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Poison Prevention Packaging 
Technical Advisory Commit¬ 
tee ...11936 

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings: 

DDR&E High Energy Laser Re¬ 
view Group_11918 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Controlled substances; registra¬ 
tion; denial: 

Sterling Drug Co. and Detroit 
Prescription Wholesaler. Inc. 11918 

EDUCATION OFFICE 
Proposed Rules 

Supplementary educational cen¬ 
ters and services; special pro¬ 
grams and projects_11885 

Notices 

Applications closing dates: 

Career Education Program_ 11930 

Foreign Language and Area 
Studies Research Program-__ 11931 
Supplementary Educational 

Centers and Services_11931 

Funding criteria for applications: 

Career Education Program_11928 

Foreign Language and Area 
Studies Research Program..— 11930 

EMPLOYMENT STANDARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Minimum wages for Federal and 
federally assisted construction — 11999 
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CONTENTS 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Rules 

Air quality Implementation plans: 

Compliance schedule dates, de¬ 
ferral of; certain; correction - 11874 
Pesticide chemicals In or on raw 
agricultural commodities; tol¬ 
erances and exemptions etc. : 

4 - Amino - 6 - (1,1 - dimethyl- 
ethyl) -3-(mcthylthio) - 1.2,4- 
trlazin - 5(47/) - one; correc¬ 


tion __...._ 11874 

Ptcloram; correction-11874 

Water pollution; effluent guide¬ 
lines for certain point source 
category; 

Meat products end rendering 
processing; correction-11874 

Proposed Rules 

Air quality implementation plans: 

Pennsylvania ___11894 

Virginia__-.11895 

Water pollution; safe drinking 
water; water programs; interim 

primary standards_ 11989 

Notices 


Air pollution control; exhaust 
emission standards: suspen¬ 


sion applications: 

Chrysler Corp., ct al - 11900 

Pesticide registration: 

Applications __.. 11916 

Chapman Chemical Co., et al.; 

cancellation _ 11900 

Happy Jack. Inc _ 11915 

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Disaster areas: 

New Mexico ___ 11922 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness directives: 

Beech _ 11861 

Cessna _ 11861 

Mooney _ 11862 

Transition area (3 documents) ._ 11862, 

11863 

Proposed Rules 

Transition areas <2 documents).. 11893 
Notices 


Airport District Office; Oklahoma 
City. Okla.; change of geograph¬ 
ical area of responsibility _ 11932 

Environmental statements: 

Concorde Supersonic Transport 
Aircraft .. 11933 

FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Retail Dealers Advisory Com¬ 
mittee .— 11936 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Fatality reduction rates incentive 
grant criteria, annual _ 11870 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
Notices 

Agreements filed, etc.: 

American President Lines, Ltd. 

and Portland Stevedoring Co. 11936 
American President Lines. Ltd. 
and States Steamship Co _ 11937 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 
Proposed Rules 

Energy: 

Monthly power statement_ 11896 

Notices 

Meetings: 

National Power Survey Impact 
of Inadequate Electric Power 
Supply Technical Advisory 


Committee _11948 

Hearing *, etc.: 

Algonquin Gas Transmission 

Co . 11937 

Arkansos-Missouri Power Co_. 11937 
Berkshire Gas Co. and Tennes¬ 
see Gas Pipeline Co_11937 

Carolina Power L Light Co_11938 

Castle, Inc. 11938 

Columbia Gas Transmission 

Corp_11939 

Columbia Gas Transmission 
Corp. and Texas Eastern 

Transmission Corp-11939 

Consumers Power Co_11939 

Distrigas Corp_11939 

Equitable Gas Co_ 11940 

Feldmann. Maurice_11941 

Fisher. Charles T. 11938 

Fourway Oil Co...11940 

Gerstenbcrg, Richard C_11945 

Hammermill Paper Co. and 

Watervliet Paper Co., Inc_11940 

Interstate Power Co_11941 

Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas 

Co.. Inc. 11941 

Kansas Power & Light Co-- 11941 

Long Island Ugh ting Co.11941 

Metropolitan Edison Co_11942 

Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line 

Co_ 11942 

Mississippi Power & Ught Co.. 11943 
Mississippi River Transmission 

Corp . 11943 

Mountain Fuel Supply Co__ 11943 

National Fuel Gas Supply Corp. 11943 
Public Service Company of 

Colorado _ 11944 

San Diego Gas & Electric Co.... 11945 
South Georgia Natural Gas Co.. 11945 

Texas Gas Pipe Une Corp_11945 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp. 11946 

Texas Production Co., et al-11944 

United Gas Pipe Une Co_11947 

Vessels, Thomas O_11946 

West Texas Natural Gas Co.. 11947 


FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Operating Rules Advisory Com¬ 
mittee - 11933 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Rules 

Fishing: 

Arrowwood National Wildlife 
Refuge. N. Dak- 11875 

Red Rock Lakes National Wild¬ 
life Refuge, Mont.11875 

Organization and functions: 

Regional or area- offices loca¬ 
tions _ 11874 


FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Human drugs: 

Asbestos-form particles for par¬ 
enteral injection - 11865 

Ophthalmic ointments; test for 
metal particles; correction... 11869 


Otic and ophthalmic/otic prepa¬ 
rations (2 documents). 11869.11870 
Proposed Rules 

Food labeling: 

Beverages in glass and plastic 

containers- 11882 

Fruits and vegetables, fresh; 

correction_11882 

Vaccines, smallpox and measles; 

testing for potency and safety.. 11884 
Notices 

Food additives; petitions filed or 
withdrawn: 

DuPont. E. I.. De Nemours and 

Co.. 11924 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
Notices 

Geothermal resources areas: 

Nevada. 11921 

New Mexico. __ 11921 

Outer Continental Shelf: 

Gulf of Mexico; Hydrogen Sul¬ 
fide. Intention to develop 

order_ 11921 

HEALTH. EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See also Education Office; Food 
and Drug Administration; Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health; Pub¬ 
lic Health Service; Social 
Security Administration. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

President’s Biomedical Research 

Panel__ 11928 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 
Proposed Rules 
Multlfamlly housing projects: 

Tenant selection criteria; ad¬ 
mission policies and pro¬ 
cedures _ 11893 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 
See Bonneville Power Administra¬ 
tion: Fish and Wildlife Service; 
Geological Survey; National 
Park Service. 

Notices 

Environmental statements: 

Mount Rainer National Park. 

Wash. 11923 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Notices 

Investigation; finding: 

Golf gloves.-__11948 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Notices 

Hearings assignments (2 docu¬ 
ments* . 11957.11958 

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 
See Drug Enforcement Adminis¬ 
tration. 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 

See also Employment Standards 
Administration; Manpower Ad¬ 
ministration; Occupational 
Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion; Wage and Hour Division. 

MANPOWER ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Rural Development Act: 

Employment transfer and busi¬ 
ness competition determina¬ 
tions .. 11957 
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CONTENTS 


NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Research and Technology Ad¬ 
visory Council-11948 

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Biomedical Library Review 

Committee_11924 

Epilepsy Advisory Committee— 11928 
National Cancer Institute (3 

documents)___ 11924-11926 

National Heart and Lung In¬ 
stitute Clinical Trials Review 

Committee _11928 

Neurological Disorders Program 

(2 documents)-11927 

Pharmacology-Toxicology Re¬ 
search Program Committee.. 11927 
VLslon Research Advisory Com¬ 
mittee _ 11927 

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Coastal Zone Management Pro¬ 
gram Development Grants: 

Fund allocations to States_11863 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

Proposed Ruies 

Fishing: 

Yellowstone National Park, 

Wyo_ 11876 

Snowmobile routes designation; 

Grand Canyon National Park, 

Ariz_11876 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Golden Gate National Recrea¬ 
tion Area Citizens Advisory 

Commission _ 11921 

Ozark .National Scenic River- 
ways Advisory Commission. _ 11921 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 


Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Commonwealth Edison Co-11949 

Consumers Power Co-11950 

Florida Power & Light Co_11949 

Illinois Power Co_11949 

Pacific Gas and Electric Co_11950 

Philadelphia Electric Co_11949 


OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 


ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

8tatc plans; approval: 

Arizona _ 11872 

Proposed Rules 

Standards completion project; 
draft technical standards _ 11890 

PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
Rules 

Testimony requirements In Inter¬ 
ferences _ 11873 

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
Proposed Rules 

Foreign quarantine; importation 

of certain things - 11887 

Notices 

Organization, functions, and au¬ 
thority delegations: 

Health Services Administra¬ 
tion . 11932 

National Institutes of Health... 11932 


RURAL ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Environmental statements: 

Oglethorpe Electric Membcr- 

sliip Corp_11923 

Loan guarantees proposed: 

Central Louisiana Telephone 

Co., Inc., Jena. La_11923 

Kentucky Telephone Co., Lon¬ 
don, Ky. 11923 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
Proposed Rules 

Investment adviser disclosure and 
record-keeping requirements.. 11897 
Notices 

Hearings , etc.: 

Acme International Corp _ 11950 

Alabama Power Co - 11951 

Arkansas Power & Light Co _ 11952 

Canadian Fund. Inc _ 11953 

First Factors . 11954 

International Nickel Co. of Can¬ 
ada. Ltd . 11954 

Pittway Corp - 11954 

Putnam Investors Fund, Inc., 

ct al . 11955 

Valley Ranches, Ltd _ 11956 

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Health Insurance for aged and 
disabled: 

Supplementary medical insur¬ 
ance benefits premium bill¬ 
ing .... 11865 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

See Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion; Federal Highway Admin¬ 
istration; Federal Railroad Ad¬ 
ministration. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Antidumping: 

Electric golf cars from Poland- _ 11917 
Meeting: 

Joint Board for Enrollment of 

Actuaries _ 11918 

WAGE AND HOUR DIVISION 
Rules 

Patient workers: 

Employment in hospitals and 
institutions at subminimum 
wages; submission of applica¬ 


tions extension_11872 

Wage order: 

Puerto Rico; correction_11872 
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list of cfr ports affected 


The following numerical guide la a Hat of the parts of each title of the Coda of Federal Regulations affected by documents published In today's 
Issue. A cumulative list of parts affectad. covering the current month to date, follows beginning with tho second issue of the month. 

A cumulative guide la published separately at the end of each month. The guide hats the parts end sections effected by documents published 
since January 1. 19/4. and specifies how they are affected. 


5 CFR 

213 (8 documents) _ 11859 

7 CFR 

108 _ 11860 

910 . 11860 

1207 _ 11860 

Proposed Rules: 

911 . 11876 

915 _ 11878 

1094 _ 11878 

1096 _ 11879 

9 CFR 

82 __ 11861 

Proposed Rules: 

112 _ 11879 

113 . - 11879 

♦ 

14 CFR 

39 (3 documents) .. 11861. 11862 

71 (3 documents) _ 11862. 11863 

Proposed Rules: 

71 (2 documents) __ 11893 

15 CFR 

926 . 11863 


17 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

275- 11897 

18 CFR 

Proposed Rules; 

141___11896 

20 CFR 

405-^_11865 

21 CFR 

133_ 

436_ 

444 <2 documents) 

446 (2 documents) 

448.... 

PnorosED Rules: 

1 (2 documents)_11882 


630 .—.. 11884 

23 CFR 

1214 _ 11870 

24 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

405. 11893 

29 CFR 

529 . 11872 


701 ... 11872 


1963- . - .. 11872 

Proposed Rules: 

1910 -1- 11890 

36 CFR 

Proposer-Rules : 

7 (2 documents) _ 11876 

37 CFR 

1 - 11873 

40 CFR 

52.—- 11874 

180 <2 documents) _ 11874 

432. .. 11874 

Proposed Rules: 

52 (2 documents) _ 11894, 11895 

141 - 11990 

42 CFR 

Proposed Rules; 

71 . 11887 

45 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

136 _ 11885 

50 CFR 

3 _ 11874 

33 (2 documents) _ 11875 


_ 11865 

_ 11869 

_ 11869. 11870 

. 11869. 11870 

- 11870 
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CUMULATIVE UST OF PARTS AFFECTED—MARCH 

The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during March. 


1 CFR 


9 CFR—Continued 


14 CFR—Continued 


SOI.. 10441 

302_ 10442 

304_ 10442 


3 CFR 

PROCLAMATIONS 

3279 (Amended by Proc. 4355) _ 10437 

4313 (Amended by Proc. 4353).... 8931, 

10433 

4345 (Amended by Proc. 4353) _ 8931. 

10433 

4353 _ 8931. 10433 

4354, . 10435 

4355 . 10437 

Executive Orders: 

Dec. 9, 1920 (Revoked In part by 

PLO 5491) . 11727 

10973 (Amended by E.O. 11841) _ <5933 

11803 (Amended by E.O. 11842) _ 8935 

11837 (Amended by E.O. 11842) _ 8935 

11841 _ 8933 

11842 _ 8935 


91_ 10443 

113_ 8774. 11587 

304 .. 11348 

305 _ 11346 

317. 11346. 11347 

381.—. 11347 

PRorosco Rules: 

112 _— 11879 

113 . 11587, 11879 

317. 10191 

381. 10191 

10 CFR 

Ch. I. 8774 

202. 11707 

211 .—.. 10165. 10444 

212 _ 10444 

661. 10953 

Ch. HI. 8794 

Rulings: 

1975-2_;. 10655 

Proposed Rules: 


5 CFR 

213 ... 8937. 10655. 11705. 11859 

2401 . 10951 

7 CFR 

20 _ 11345 

53 —.-.. 11535 

68 - 10472 

106 -- 11860 

271 . 8937.10165 

272 . 8937 

301 _ 8763. 11705 

401 - 8770. 8771 

650 - 10951 

905 - 11345 

907 ._.. 10474.11706 

908 _ 8772 

910 .. 10655.11860 

944 - 11346 

966 - 10953 

971 - 10165 

982 . 8773 

1207 - 11860 

1801 . 10953 

1806 --- 10953 

1813 . 11707 

Proposes Rules: 

25- _ 8824 

25A - 8824 

29 - 10190 

102. _ 11728 

210 _ 10192 

220 . 11729 

271 - 10481 

908 . — 11587 

911 - 11876 

915 . 11876 

916 —_ 11729 

917 _ 11729 

959 . 10996 

1094 . 11878 

1096 _ 11879 

1464 .—. 10192 

1701 - 10192. 11357 

9 CFR 

73 _ 8938 

78 - 8773 

82 - 11861 

97 . 11346 


2 .. 8832 

21 ..—. 8832 

31.. . 8832 

35 . 8832 

40 _ 8832 

210 . 10195.11363 

12 CFR 

Ch. n .. 10660 

225 - 11710 

270 .—. 10661 

272 _ 10661 

309 . 11547 

329 _ 11711 

545 .. 8795. 11548. 11711 

564 - 10449 

584 _ 11712 

602 . 10450 

701 _ 8938 

708 - 10167 

720 . 10450 

Proposed Rules: 

11 - 10602 

205 - 11739 

206 . 10322 

335 _ 10376 

531 . 11363 

701 . 8967 

745 . 8967 

13 CFR 

114 . 10661 

Proposed Rules: 

107 - 11740 

121 - 10486 


14 CFR 

39.. 8795. 8796, 8937. 10450. 10661, 10662, 
10951. 11549. 11550. 11861, 11862 
71. 8796. 6797. 10169-10172, 10662. 10663. 
10951. 11550, 11551. 11712. 11862, 
11863 


73- 8940. 10663 

91. 10451 

97- 10451, 11712 

121. 10173 

139._ 11713 

288. 10174. 10663 

302. 10967 


310 _ 10663 

311 . 10664 

Proposed Rules: 

2l_. . 10802 

23 . 10802 

25 . 10802 

27 _ 10802 

29 . 10802 

31 _ 10802 

33 . 10802 

35 . 10802 

37 _ 11002 

39 . 11003. 11596 

71 MVA 

8958," 10193,” 10194,” Yo~692," 11003.’ 
11597,11893 

73 . 11597 

91 . 10802 

121 _ 8830, 10802, 11004, 11736, 11737 

127 . 10802 

133 _ 10802 

135_ 10802 

137 . 8831 

Chapter n_11601 

221 . 11602 

15 CFR 

4 _ 11551 

926 . 11863 

16 CFR 

13 _ 10452, 10453,10665,10993-10994 

142 ..... 11714 


17 CFR 

1 .—. 11561 

18 . 11562 

19 _ 11562 

200. . 8797 

Proposed Rules: 

200 _ 11739 

201 .-. 11739 

250 . 8968 

270 ___ 11613, 11614 

275 _ 11613, 11614, 11897 

18 CFR 

3 _ 8940 

35_ 8946 

141 .. 8803, 11347 

154 _ 8946, 8947 

260— _ 8940 

301... 10668 

701 - 10668 

Proposed Rules: 

2- 11739 

141 _ 10196. 11896 

154 _ 11739 

157 _ 11739 

260 _ 10196 

19 CFR 

111 _ 11662 

Proposed Rules: 

1 _ 8955 


20 CFR 

405..11865 

Proposed Rules: 

405_ 10687 


FEOERAl REGISTER, VOL 40, NO. 51—FRIDAY, MARCH 14, 1975 


VU 





































































































































FEDERAL REGISTER 


21 CFR 


29 CFR—Continued 


41 CFR—Continued 


qo - - ims 

1801 . . 6818 10689 

121_ _8804. 10454. 11351 

1602_6819 

122_ _11563 

1903_ _ 11351 

128d.. _ 11566 

1952. _ 8948, 11351, 11352, 11872 

133__11865 

135— — . - - 10455. 11348. 11570 

135a- . . _11570 

135b 11570 

Proposed Rules: 

29— ---... 11340 

90.. 11357 

_:_11570 

135d.. 11348,11349.11571 

13Se—..8804.10455.11570 

14 >■ -i 11571 

91 - 11740 

92 . 11740 

94 . 10828 

95 - 10828 

149J.. 11343, 11349 

ran ii7n 

96... 10828 

98—.. 10828 

331 ........ 11718 

332 11718 

201 ... 11750 

202 - 11750 

431 11350 

203.. 11750 

436 ___ 11349, 11869 

205....11750 

442 

206 .- - . 11750 

444 _ .. 11869. 11870 

1910 , _ 11890 

446 _ 11869. 11870 

448_ _ 11870 

630_ 880*1. 11719 

30 CFR 

601. 11720 

701_' 8924 

740. 8917. 8926 

1002___10174 

1308___ 10455 

Proposed Rules: 

1..— 11731. 11883 

Proposed Rules: 

211. .10481 

218. 10481 

32 CFR 

888c. - 10984 

630_ 11884 

Mrt 10QR4 

22 CFR 

201..... 8947 

503 _ __ 8805 

1813...— . . 10457 

33 CFR 

117_ __ 10987 

23 CFR 

470 10051 

127.-. 10987 

207- 8949 

401- 11721 

712----- 8947 

1214__11870 

Proposed Rules: 

66. __w. 11598 

Proposed Rules: 

658 _ _ _ 10481 

750.. . 11361 

24 CFR 

200. __ _ _ 8948 

220 .... 10177 

207 -- 10178. 10177 

1914 - 10968-10970. 10177, 11571-11574 

1915. __ 8807 8811 10970 11575 

117- 8958 

127-11598 

183- 10850. 10652 

207- 10187 

36 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

7-- 10996. 11876 

37 CFR 

i_11873 

Proposed Rules: 

405. .11803 

38 CFR 

2 _ _ 8819 

26 CFR 

1- .. 8948, 10668 

Proposed Rules: 

1- 10187, 10476 

39 CFR 

111 .. 8820 

221_ - 11722 

224_11722 

54.. .. . ---10187 

2M l \ *>79 

27 CFR 

6-- 10450. 11719 

Proposed Rules: 

4 10476 

5 . 10476 

7. 10476 

243_ _ _._ 6820 

40 CFR 

2--—. 10460 

52___ 10465. 

10466, 10988-10992. 11723, 11724, 
11874 

171 11698 

28 CFR 

2----- 10973 

Proposed Rules: 

2__ 10996 

180 — 8820. 8821, 11352. 11874 

432_ 11874 

Proposed Rules : 

52- -. 10997. 11894* 11895 

141 _ 11990 

29 CFR 

529- 11872 

41 CFR 

1-7. . —__ 11580 

5A^2 R949 

701.. 11872 

5A-7__ 8950 


5A-16- 8951 

9-7- 10466 

9-16. 10466 

14-3—. 10467 

14-30- 10468 

14-55- 10458 

14-63---10468 

114-76 - 10468 

114-43-10468 


42 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

51a__ 

53_.... 

57__ 

71_ 

43 CFR 

Public Laud Orders 
5491. 

45 CFR 

46 ___ 

153_ 

503.. 

1100 ... 

1213.. 

Proposed Rules: 

100 c__. 

103... 

116-. 

116a_ 

123_ 

126.. 

134b_ 

134a_ULL™ 

176_ 

249 .. 

250 _ 

46 CFF 

Proposed Rules: 

10 .. 

12 _ 


10318 

_ 10686 

_ 11733 

. 11887 


_ 10670, 11727 


- 11727 

-1-11854 

- 11240 

- 10178 

- 8321 

- 10670 

- 11688 

- 8?55 

..11472 

- 11472 

-11593 

- 11885 

- 11686 

- 11686 

-*— 11686 

... 10686 

_ 8^56 

- 11735 



_ I0C92 

... 10692 


47 CFR 


0_____10180 

15. 10673 

73_ 10180, 10469, 11353. 11354, 11581 

87_ 8951 

89...8951, 10470 

91. 8951 

93_ 8952 


Proposed Rules: 

2 _ 11612 

73.. 10181, 10471, 11603, 11610,11611 

74 . 10999 

76 _ 8967, llOOO, 11612 

87 . 11001 

91 - 11612 

93 .._ 11612 

96 - 11612 

97 - 11612 


49 CFR 

7 - 10470 

192 - 10181. 10471 

196 _ 10181 

215 _ 8952 

390 _- 10684 

391 . 10684 

393 _ 10685 

393 _ 10685 

394 _ 10685 

395 _ 10685 


vJi! 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOl. 40, NO. 51—WDAY, MARCH 14. 1975 















































































































































FEDERAL REGISTER 


49 CFR—Continued 

396_ 10665 

571. 6953.11004,11355.11584 

575. 11727 

1033. 8823. 10685 

1300. 11356 

1303 _11356 

1304 . 11356 

1306 ._.11356 

1307 _11356 

1308 . 11356 

1309 . 11356 

Proposed Rules: 

179. 11362 

256.._. 8058 

571... 8962. 10483. 11598. 11738 


581_11598 

609.... 10697 

50 CFR 

2_ 11874 

28_ 11356.11585 

33. 8954. 11586. 11727, 11875 

216..—. 10182, 11586 

280. 10988 

Proposed Rules: 

216_10193 

278. 11729 


FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES—MARCH 


page* Date • 

8764-8929 _ Mar. 3 

8931-10163 . 4 

10165-10432_ 5 

10433-10654 . 6 

10655-10950, . 7 

10951-11344 . 10 

11345-11534 _ 11 

11535-11704 . 12 

11705-11858 . 13 

11869-12066 . 14 






« 




\ 


FEDERAL RECtSTER. VOL 40. NO. 51—FRIDAY, MARCH 14, 1975 


IX 























































11859 


rules and regulations 


TR4* section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability end legal effect most of whlcfl are 
keyed to and codified In the Code of Federal Regulations, which 1s published under SO titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510L 

The Code of Federal Regulations Is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books ere listed in the firet FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of each month. 


Title 5—Administrative Personnel 
CHAPTER I—CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of Justice 

Section 213.3310 la amended to show 
that one position of Confidential As¬ 
sistant to the Director, Office of Justice 
Policy and Planning, is excepted under 
Schedule C. 

Effective on March 14, 1975, f 213.- 
3310(x) is added as set out below. 

g 213.3310 Department of Jartier. 

e • • e e 

<x) Office of Justice Poltcy and Plan¬ 
ning . (1) One Confidential Assistant to 
tho Director. 

(6 U-S.C. sees, 3301, 3302; B.O. 10577, 3 CFR 
1954- 68 Comp. p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

Iseal 1 James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

|PR Doc.75-8802 Piled 3 13-75;8:43 am) 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of Commerce 

Section 213.3314 is amended to reflect 
the following title change from one Pri¬ 
vate Secretary to the Deputy Under Sec¬ 
retary for Legislative Affairs to one Pri¬ 
vate Secretary to the Assistant to the 
Secretary for Congressional Affairs. 

Effective on March 14, 1975, * 213.3314 
(a) (10) is amended as set out below. 

§ 213.33 I t Department of Commerce, 
(a) Office of the Secretary. • • • 

(10) One Private Secretary to the As¬ 
sistant to the Secretary for Congressional 
Affairs. 


(5 Uff.C. tecs. 3801. 3302; BO. 10577, 3 CFR 
1954-58 Comp. p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 
l seal 1 James C. Sphy. 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
(FR Doc.75-8797 Filed 3 13-75;8:45 am) 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare 

Section 213.3316 is amended to show 
that one position of Confidential Secre¬ 
tary to the Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Education is excepted under Schedule 
C. 


Effective on March 14. 1975, * 213.3316 
(r)(7) is added as set out below. 

g 213.3316 Department of Health* Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare. 

• • • • • 

Cr) Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Education . • • • 

(7) One Confidential Secretary to the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Educa¬ 
tion. 

(5 Uff.C. aces. 3301. 3302; E.O. 10577, 8 CFR 
1954-58 Comp. p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

(seal) James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
IFR Doc.75-6800 Filed 3-i3-75;8:45 amj 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Environmental Protection Agency 

Section 213.3318 is amended to show 
that one additional position of Special 
Assistant to the Administrator is excepted 
under Schedule C. 

Effective on March 14, 1975, $ 213.3318 
(a) (1) is amended as set out below. 

g 213.3318 Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

(a) Office of the Administrator. (1) 
Eight 8pccial Assistants to the Adminis¬ 
trator. 

• • • • • 

(5 X7S.C. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 1064- 
58 Comp. p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

(seal! James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
IFR Doc.73-6798 Filed 3-13-75;8:45 ami 


FART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
International Trade Commission 

Section 213.3339 is amended to show 
that one position of Staff Assistant to a 
Commissioner is excepted under Sched¬ 
ule C. 

Effective March 14, 1975, f 213.3339(f) 
Is amended as set out below. 

§ 213.3339 LLS, International Trade 
(Voiron ission. 

• •0mm 

(f) One position of Staff Assistant to 
each of three Commissioners. 


(5 XJJS.C. eeca. 3301. 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 
1954 58 Comp, p 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission. 

I seal! James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
* the Commissioners. 

IFR Doc.75-6801 Filed 3 13 75.8 45 am] 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Federal Home Loan Bank Board 

Section 213 3354 Is amended to show 
that one position of Secretary (Typing) 
to an Assistant to a Board Member is 
reestablished under Schedule C. 

Effective on March 14. 1975. f 213.3354 
(d) la amended as set out below. 

§ 213.3334 Federal Hume loan Hank 
Board. 


(d) One Secretary (Typing) to an As¬ 
sistant to a Board Member. 


(5 Uff.C. MCI. 3301. 3302; B.O. 10577. 3 CFK 
1954-58 Comp. p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

(seal) James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
(FR Doc.75-6799 Filed 3-13-75;8:45 am) 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
ACTION 

Section 213 3359 is amended to show 
that one position of Special Assistant to 
the Director of ACTION is excepted 
under Schedule C. 

Effective on March 14. 1975, | 213.3359 
<r) is added as set out below. 

g 213.3339 ACTION. 


(r) One Special Assistant to the 
Director. 

(5 UJ3.C. wet. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 
1954-68 Comp. p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

(seal) James C. Spry, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
(FR Doc.75-6796 Filed 3-13-73;8:45 am] 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of Transportation 

Section 213.3394 is amended to show 
that one position of Congressional Liai¬ 
son Officer is reestablished under Sched¬ 
ule C. 
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Effective on March 14. 1975, 9 213.3394 
(&> (17) is amended as act out below. 

g 213.3394 Department of Transporta¬ 
tion. 

(a) Office of the Secretary. • • • 

(17) Seven Congressional Liaison Offi¬ 
cers, Office of the Director of Congres¬ 
sional Affairs. 


(5 VB.C. ace* 3301. 3303; K.O. 10577. 3 CPR 
1954-58 Comp, p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

( seal! James C. Spry. 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

I PR Doc.75-0803 Piled 3-13-76:8:45 am] 


Title 7—Agriculture 

CHAPTER 1—AGRICULTURAL MARKETING 
SERVICE (STANDARDS, INSPECTIONS, 
MARKETING PRACTICES), DEPART¬ 
MENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SUDCHAFTER E—IYARCKOUSE REGULATIONS 

PART 106—DRY BEAN WAREHOUSES 

Licensing of Inspectors Otherwise Li¬ 
censed and Exemption From Liccnso 
Fees; Correction 

Notice is hereby given that in 40 FR 
6475, dated Wednesday, February 12. 

1975, several words were in inadvertently 
omitted from f 106.55. The corrected sec¬ 
tion should read as follows: 

§ 106.55 Warehouse liccme fee®. 

There shall be charged and collected 
a fee of $20 for each original warehouse¬ 
man’s license, and a fee of $10 for each 
amended or reinstated warehouseman’s 
license applied for by a warehouseman, 
and a fee of $6 for each llzense Issued 
to an inspector or weigher except that no 
fee shall be charged for issuance of a 
license to an inspector who holds an 
unsuspended and unrovoked license un¬ 
der the Agricultural Marketing Act of 
1946 and regulations thereunder to in¬ 
spect and grade any beans and to certifi¬ 
cate the grade thereof. 

Done at Washington. D.C.. March 11. 

1976. 

John C. Blum, 
Associate Administrator . 

[PR Doc.75-6805 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am| 


CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET- 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE- 
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

|Lcxnon Reg. 5B3] 

PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CAUFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Limitation of Handling 

This regulation fixes the quantity of 
California-Arizona lemons that may be 
shipped to fresh market during the 
weekly regulation period March 16-22. 
1975. It is issued pursuant to the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937. 
as amended, and Marketing Order No. 


910. The^fuantlty of lemons so fixed was 
arrived at after consideration of the total 
available supply of lemons, the quantity 
of lemons currently available for market, 
the fresh market demand for lemons, 
lemon prices, and the relationship of 
season average returns to the parity price 
for lemons. 

8 910.983 l/«-ftton Regulation 683. 

(a) Ffndinps. (1) Pursuant to tho 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 
910), regulating the handling of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona, effec¬ 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937. as amended <7 U.8.C. 
601-674), and upon the basis of the rec¬ 
ommendations and information sub¬ 
mitted by the Lemon Administrative 
Committee, established under the said 
amended marketing agreement 'and 
order, and upon other available informa¬ 
tion, it is hereby found that the limita¬ 
tion of handling of such lemons, as here¬ 
inafter provided, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 

(2) The need for this section to limit 
the quantity of lemons that may be mar¬ 
keted during the ensuing week stems 
from the production and marketing situ¬ 
ation confronting the l?mon industry. 

(i) The committee has submitted its 
recommendation with respect to the 
quantity of lemons it deems advisable to 
be handled during the ensuing week. 
8 uch recommendation resulted from 
consideration of the factors enumerated 
in the order. The committee further re¬ 
ports the demand for lemons started ac¬ 
tive on Monday of this week but eased 
off on Tuesday. Average f.o.b. price was 
$5.04 per carton the week ended com¬ 
pared to $4.99 per carton the previous 
week. Track and rolling supplies at 130 
cars were down 25 cars from last week. 

<il> Having considered the recommen¬ 
dation and information submitted by 
the committee, and other available in¬ 
formation, the Secretary finds that the 
quantity of lemons which may be han¬ 
dled should be fixed as hereinafter set 
forth. 

(3) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rulemaking procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof In the Federal Register <5 U.8.C. 
553) because the time Intervening be¬ 
tween the date when Information upon 
which this section is based became avail¬ 
able and the time when this section must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the net is insuffi¬ 
cient, and a reasonable time is permitted, 
under the circumstances, for preparation 
for such effective time; and good cause 
exists for making the provisions hereof 
effective as hereinafter set forth. The 
committee held an open meeting during 
the current week, after giving due notice 
thereof, to consider supply and market 
conditions for lemons and the need for 
regulation; interested persons were af¬ 
forded an opportunity to submit in¬ 


formation and views at this meeting; 
the recommendation and supporting in¬ 
formation for regulation during the pe¬ 
riod specified herein were promptly sub¬ 
mitted to the Department after such 
meeting was held; the provisions of this 
section. Including its effective time, aro 
identical with the aforesaid recom¬ 
mendation of the committee, and infor¬ 
mation concerning such provisions and 
effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such lemons; it is nec¬ 
essary, in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act. to make this section 
effective during the period herein spec¬ 
ified; and compliance with this section 
will not require any special preparation 
on the part of persons subject hereto 
which cannot be completed on or before 
the effective date hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on March 11, 1975. 

(b) Order , (1) The quantity of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona which 
may be handled during the period March 
16. 1975. through March 22. 1075, is here¬ 
by fixed at 250.000 cartons. 

(2) As used in this section, ’’handled", 
and ”carton<s>” have the same meaning 
as when used in the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order. 

(Secs. 1-10. 48 SUt. 31, tut amoiided; 7 UJB.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: March 13. 1975. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director . Fruit and Vcge- 
table Division . Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[PR Doc.75-7027 Filed 3-13-75; 12:11 pm 1 


CHAPTER XI—AGRICULTURAL MARKET- 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; MISCELLANE¬ 
OUS COMMODITIES), DEPARTMENT 
OF AGRICULTURE 

| Arndt. 11 

PART 1207—POTATO RESEARCH AND 
PROMOTION PLAN 

Increase in Expenses 

Notice was published in the Febru¬ 
ary 19. 1975, issue of the Federal Reg¬ 
ister <40 FR 7099) regarding a proposed 
Increase in expenses of $207,000 recom¬ 
mended by the National Potato Promo¬ 
tion Board for Its fiscal period ending 
June 30. 1975. The Potato Board was es¬ 
tablished pursuant to the P otato Re¬ 
search and Promotion Plan (7 CFR Part 
1207) issued under the Potato Research 
and Promotion Act (7 U.8.C. 2611-2627). 

The notice afforded interested persons 
an opportunity to file written comments 
not later than March 7, 1975. None was 
filed. 

On June 19, 1974, the Secretary ap¬ 
proved Potato Board expenses of 
$1,968,937 for the fiscal period ending 
June 30,1975 (3D FR 22941). 

On October 25. 1974, the Administra¬ 
tive Committee voted to budget an addi¬ 
tional $50,000 for its merchandising 
project. Due to unexpectedly heavy par¬ 
ticipation by food chains in the improved 
retail'display program, there is a need 
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to buy more material and pay a tem¬ 
porary helper to properly service the 
program. 

On February 1. 1975. the Administra¬ 
tive Committee voted to budget an addi¬ 
tional $157,000 for a new advertising 
campaign to market the plentiful sup¬ 
plies of potatoes available by informing 
consumers that potatoes are now an even 
better bargain as an economical source 
of nutrients. 

The proposed increase will result in a 
Potato Board budget of $2,175,937 for the 
fiscal period ending June 30, 1975. 

After consideration of all relevant mat¬ 
ter. Including the proposal set forth In 
the notice. It is hereby found that the 
Increase in expenses will tend to effectu¬ 
ate the declared policy of the act. 

It is hereby found that good cause ex¬ 
ists for not postponing the effective date 
of this section until 30 days after publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Reglstkr (5 UJ3.C. 
553 in that (1) funds will need to be ex¬ 
pended for these two projects shortly; 
(2) the Increases were recommended by 
the National Potato Promotion Board on 
October 25. 1974, and February 1. 1975; 
and (3) information regarding this in¬ 
crease in expenses was published in the 
Federal Register on February 19. 1975. 

The Amendment is as follows: 

Revise S 1207.403 (39 FR 22941) as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 1207.103 Expense* mul rate of on* 
MssmenL 

(a) The reasonable expenses that are 
likely to be incurred during the fiscal 
period ending June 30. 1975. by the Na¬ 
tional Potato Promotion Board for its 
maintenance and functioning and for 
such purposes as the Secretary deter¬ 
mines to be appropriate will amount to 
$2,175,937. 


(Title in of Pub. L. 91-070; 84 8Ut. 2041; 
(7 U.8.C. 2611-2627)) 


contained in 9 CFR Part 82, as amended, 
will apply to the quarantined area. 

Accordingly. Part 82, Title 9. Code of 
Federal Regulations, is hereby amended 
in the following respect: 

In i 82.3. paragraph (a) Is amended to 
read: 

g 82.3 Area* quarantined. 

(a) Notice is hereby given that exotic 
Newcastle disease exists in the 8tates of 
New York and Puerto Rico, and the fol¬ 
lowing areas in said States are hereby 
quarantined: 

<1) New York. The premises of Robert 
Novak d/b/a Novak Tropical Aviary, lo¬ 
cated at 1472 Sunrise Highway. Bay 
8 horc, Long Island, in Suffolk County. 

<2> Puerto Pico. The entire Common¬ 
wealth. 

(Secs. 4 7, 23 SUt. 32, as amended; sees. 1 
and 2. 32 8tat. 791-792. os amended; secs. 
1-4, 33 Stat. 1264, 1265, as amended; secs. 3 
and 11. 70 8Ut. 130. 132: 21 US.C. 111-113, 
115, 117. 120, 123-120. 134b, 134f; 37 FR 28404, 
28477; 38 FH 19141.) 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ment shall become effective on March 11, 
1975. 

Tli? amendment imposes certain re¬ 
strictions necessary to prevent the Inter¬ 
state spread of exotic Newcastle disease, 
a communicable disease of poultry, and 
must be made effective immediately to 
accomplish Its purpose In the public in¬ 
terest. It docs not appear that public par¬ 
ticipation In this rulemaking proceeding 
would make additional relevant informa¬ 
tion available to the Department. 

Accordingly, under the administrative 
procedure provisions in 5 UB.C. 553, it is 
found upon good came that notice and 
other public procedure with respect to 
the amendment arc Impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest, and good 
cause is found for making the amend¬ 
ment effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Reglster. 


Dated: March 11. 1975. 

John C. Blum, 
Associate Administrator. 
[FR Doc.78-0764 Filed 3-13-76;8:45 am] 


Title 9—Animals and Animal Products 

CHAPTER ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH 
INSPECTION SERVICE, DEPARTMENT 
OF AGRICULTURE 


SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTA* 
TION OF ANIMALS (INCLUDING POULTRY) 
ANO ANIMAL PRODUCTS 


PART 82—EXOTIC NEWCASTLE DISEASE: 
AND PSITTACOSIS OR ORNITHOSIS IN 
POULTRY 


Area Quarantined 

This amendment quarantines a por¬ 
tion of Suffolk County in New York 
because of the existence of exotic New¬ 
castle disease. Therefore, the restric¬ 
tions pertaining to the interstate move¬ 
ment of poultry, mynah and psittacine 
birds, and birds of all other species under 
any form of confinement, and their car¬ 
casses and parts thereof, and certain 
other Articles, from quarantined areas, as 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 11th 
day of March. 1975. 

John W. Walker, 
Acting Deputy Administrator . 
Veterinary Services. Animal 
and Plajit Health Inspection 
Service. 

IFR Doc.78 0806 Filed 3-lS-75;8:46 am) 


Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

(Docket No. 70-CE-5-AD. Arndt. 39-21291 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 
Beech Models 60 and A60 Airplanes 

Amendment 39-1463 (AD 72-13-1), 
published In the Federal Register on 
June 15. 1972. Is an Airworthiness Direc¬ 
tive (AD) applicable to Beech Models 60 
and A60 airplanes, which requires repeti¬ 
tive inspections of the elevator inboard 
hinge supports for cracks until they are 
replaced by improved supports developed 
by the manufacturer. AD 72-13-1 super¬ 
seded Amendment 39-1097. AD 70-22-3 


published in the Federal Register on 
October 24. 1970. The superseded AD re¬ 
quired a one time dye penetrant inspec¬ 
tion of each elevator Inboard hinge sup¬ 
port (bracket) for cracks on Beech 
Models 60 and A60 airplanes and the re¬ 
placement of cracked hinge supports. 

Subsequent to the issuance of AD 72- 
13-1 an inspection revealed that one of 
the support bearings had worked out of 
its housing because the recess diameter 
was found to be oversize. This condition 
may exist In other aircraft of the same 
type design and could result In failure 
or malfunction of the elevator control 
system. Since Inspection for this oversize 
condition Is not feasible an AD is being 
issued superseding AD 72-13-1 which will 
require elevator inboard hinge support re¬ 
placement with the manufacturer's Im¬ 
proved design on Beech Models 60 and 
A60 airplanes. These Improved design 
supports are part of Beech Kit No. 60- 
4005 which was an alternative modifica¬ 
tion per AD 72-13-1. 

Since a situation exists which requires 
expeditious adoption of the amendment, 
notice and public procedure hereon ore 
impracticable and good cause exists for 
making the amendment effective in less 
than thirty (30) days. 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator 14 CFR 11.89 
<31 FR 13697). ( 39.13 of Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations is amended 
by adding the following new AD. 

Bks3ch. Applies to Models 60 and A00 (Serial 
Numb rs P-3 through P-200) airplanes 
with more than 150 hours’ time In scrv- 
ico. 

Compliance: Required as Indicated, unless 
already accomplished. 

To prevent malfunctions of the elevator 
Inboard hinge supports, within the next 100 
hours' time In rervlce after the effective date 
of this AD. accomplish the following: 

Remove Lho left ond right elevator Inboard 
hinge supports (P/N 60-524078-1 and 60- 
624078-2) and Install Improved supports In 
accordance with Beech Kit No. 00-4005 or 
any equivalent modification approved by the 
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, FAA. Central Region. 

Bcechcroft Service Instruction No. 0342- 
132, Revision in. or later revision refers to 
this subject. 

Thin amendment supersedes Amendment 
39-1463. AD 72-13-1. 

This amendment becomes effective 
March 20. 1975. 

(Sees. 313(a). 001. 003. Federal Aviation Act 
of 1068 (49 U8.C. 1354(a), 1421(a). 1423), 
sec. 0(o). Department of Transportation Act 
(49 U.8.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued In Kansas City. Mo., on March 
6 . 1975. 

Georce R. LaCaille, 

Acting Director, 
Central Region. 

(FR Doc.75 6669 Plied 3 13-75;8:40 am) 


(Docket No. 73-CE-l-AD. Arndt. 39-2130] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Cessna T310, 320. 340. 401, 402,411. 
414 and 421 Scrios Airplanes 

AD 75-04-01, Amendment 39-2083 (40 
FR 5348), Is an Airworthiness Directive 
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<AD> superseding AD 72-10-5. Amend¬ 
ments 30-1442 (37 FR 9385, 0386), and 
39-1562 (37 FR 25021). applicable to 
Cessna T310. 320, 340. 401. 402. 411. 414 
and 421 series airplanes. AD 75-04-01 re¬ 
quires repetitive inspections of- the ex¬ 
haust system and replacement of cer¬ 
tain exhaust system clamps on these air¬ 
planes in accordance with Cessna Service 
Letter ME74-21. dated December 18. 
1974. The effective date of AD 75-04-01 
was February 11. 1975. 

Subsequent to the issuance of AD 75- 
04-01 the manufacturer has advised 
that parts are not readily available to 
effect compliance with the AD. This Is 
substantiated by numerous requests 
from owners/operators of these air¬ 
planes requsting additional time for com¬ 
pliance with the AD. If the effective date 
of AD 75-04-01 were extended, inspec¬ 
tion of the exhaust system to detect in¬ 
cipient failures of engine exhaust system 
components and replacement thereof 
where necessary would still be required 
by AD 72-10-5. In addition, a substan¬ 
tial number of affected airplanes have 
already been modified and others will be 
modified as parts become available. In 
view of the foregoing, the FAA believes 
safety will not be compromised by ex¬ 
tending the effective date of AD 75-04-01. 
Accordingly, a new effective date of 
March 20,1975. is being established. 

Since this amendment is relaxatory in 
nature and imposes no additional burden 
on any person, compliance with the no¬ 
tice and public procedure provisions of 
the Administrative Procedure Act is not 
necessary and good cause exists for mak¬ 
ing this amendment effective In less than 
thirty (30) days. 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator 14 CFR 11.89 
(31 FR 13697). {39.13 of Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the effec- 
tlvlty paragraph *of AD 75-04-01, is 
amended so that it now reads as follows: 

This amendment becomes effective 
March 20,1975. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 003. Federal Aviation Act 
or 1958 (49 U.8.C. 1354(a). 1421. 1423); sec. 
6(c). Department of Transportation Act (49 
UJ3.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in Kansas City, Mo., on March 
7. 1975. 

John R. Walls, 

Acting Director , 
Central Region. 

(FR Doc.75-6670 Filed*-13-75;8:45 am) 


(Airworthiness Docket No. 75-8W-6, 
Admt. SO-2127) 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Mooney Models M2GC, M20E and M20F 
Airplanes 

Amendment 39-2091 (40 FR 6641). AD 
75-04-09. requires the replacement of 
landing gear actuatcr. International 
Telephone and Telegraph Corporation 
P/N LA11C2110, on Models M20C, M20E 
and M20P airplanes having that part 
installed. After issuing Amendment 39- 
2091 the Agency determined that con¬ 
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fusion existed regarding the serial num¬ 
bers specified and that at least one own¬ 
er believed the use of the word "should" 
indicated the change was not mandatory. 
Therefore, the AD is being amended to 
provide for clarification of the serial 
numbers as airplane serial numbers, and 
removal of the word "should" to em¬ 
phasize the mandatory nature of the 
airworthiness directive. 

Since this amendment provides a clar¬ 
ification only, and imposes no additional 
burden on any person, notice and public 
procedure hereon are unnecessary and 
the amendment may be made effective 
in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator. 31 FR 13697, 
5 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations. Amendment 39-2091 
(40 FR 6641). AD 75-04-09 is amended 
by clarifying the serial numbers specified 
to be airplane serial numbers and re¬ 
wording the third paragraph as follows: 

Moowkt, Applies to Models M20C, M20K. end 
M20P airplanes manufactured alter Oc¬ 
tober 1974 with the following aerial 
numbers on which the landing gear ac¬ 
tuator, P/N LAI 1C2110. manufactured 
by International Telephone and Tele¬ 
graph Corporation, is installed; 

Model M20C: 20-0037. 003B. 0039. 0040. 
0041, 0042. 0043. 0044. 0015. and 0046; 

Model M20E: 21-0050,0051.0052. 0053.0054. 
0056, 0056. 0057. 0058. 0059. and 0000; 

Model M20F: 22-0065, 0066. 0067. 0068. 
0069. 0070, 0071, 0072. 0073, 0074, 0075, 
0076, 0077, and 0078. 

Compliance U required prior to further 
flight except that airplanes may be flown to 
a facility for actuator replacement after fix* 
lug the landing gear In the extended poaltlon 
in accordance uiih Instructions Included in 
Mooney Aircraft Corporation Service Bulletin 
M29-191. dated January 28, 1975. or later FAA 
approved re vision, or an FAA approved equiv¬ 
alent procedure. 

To prevent further failures, replace the 
International Telephone and Telegraph Cor¬ 
poration P/N LAI 1C2110 landing gear ac¬ 
tuator with a Mooney Aircraft Corporation 
P/N 950227-501 landing gear actuator In ac¬ 
cordance with Mooney Aircraft Corporation 
8ervlce Bulletin M20-191, dated January 28. 
1075, or later FAA approved revision, or by 
an equivalent procedure approved by the 
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch. South woe t Region. Federal Aviation 
Administration, Fort Worth, Texas. 

This amendment becomes effective on 
March 20, 1975. 

(Secs. 313(a). 601, 603. Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 ( 49 UKC. 1354(a). 1421. 1423); sec. 
6(c). Department of Transportation Act (49 
U-S.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in Fort Worth. Tex., on 
March 5. 1975. 

Henry L. Newman, 
Director . Southwest Region . 

(FR Doc.75-6668 Filed 3- 13-75;8:45 am) 


(Airspace Docket No. 75-RM-1J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS # 

Alteration of Transition Area 
On Jnnuary 28. 1975, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking was published in the 


Federal Register (40 FR 4152) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion was considering an amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions that would alter the description of 
the Rugby, No. Dak. transition area. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
in which to submit written comments, 
suggestions or objections. No objections 
have been received and the proposed 
amendment is hereby adopted without 
change. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
be effective 0901 GjxlL, June 19. 1975. 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958. as 
amended (49 OS.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c). De¬ 
partment of Transportation Act, (49 08.0. 
1655(c))) 

Issued in Aurora, Colo., on March 12. 
1975. 

M. M. Martin, 
Director . 

Rockp Mountain Region . 

In §71.181 (40 FR 441) the descrip¬ 
tion of the Rugby. No. Dak. 1.200-foot 
transition area Is amended by adding: 

Roost. No. Dak. 

“• • • and within 95 miles south and 4.5 
mile* north of the 314* T bearing from the 
Rugby, No. Dak. NDB. extending from the 
NDB to 18.5 miles northwest of the NDB.** 

(FR Doc.75-6671 Piled 3-13-75;8.45 amj 


(Airspace Docket No. 74-OL-56) 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS. AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE. AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

On Page 3313 of the Federal Register 
dated January 21, 1975, the Federal Avi¬ 
ation Administration published a notice 
of proposed rule making which would 
amend { 71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations so as to alter the 
transition area at Sturgis. Michigan. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
to submit written comments, suggestions, 
or objections regarding Uie proposed 
amendment. 

No objections have been received and 
the proposed amendment is hereby 
adopted without change and is set forth 
below. 

This amendment shall be effective 0901 
O.M.T. May 1, 1075. 

(Secs. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1058 
(49 UJ3.C. 1348); sec, 6(c). Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued In Des Plaines, HI., on Febru¬ 
ary 24, 1975. 

R. O. Ziegler. 

Acting Director . 

Orcaf Lakes Region. 

In {71 181 (39 F.R. 440>, the follow¬ 
ing transition area is amended to read: 

Broscis. MrciuaAN 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5 5 mile 
radius or Klrech Airport. Sturgla. Michigan 
(Latitude 41*48*35** N. Longitude 85 26*10" 
W.); within 3t& miles either side of the 059* 
bearing from the airport, extending from 
the 5.6 mile radius area to 1.3 miles north¬ 
east of the airport and within 3 miles either 
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nm 


side of th* 941* bearing from the airport, 
extending from the 9.6 mile radius area to 
B miles north of the airport. 

fFR Doc.75-6672 Piled 9-19-75:8:45 am | 


(Airspace Docket No. 74-OD 53J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

On Page 2824 of the Federal Register 
dated January 16.1075. the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration published a notice 
of proposed rule making which would 
amend ( 71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations so as to alter the 
transition area at Dowagiac, Michigan. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
to submit written comments, suggestions 
or objections regarding the proposed 
amendment. 

No objections have been received and 
the proposed amendment Is hereby 
adopted without change and is set forth 
below. 

This amendment shall be effective 0901 
Q.M.T.. April 24. 1975. 

(Sec, 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
(4® U-S.C. 1348): tec. 8(c) Department of 
Transportation Act. (4® U.SC. 1655(c)) 

Issued in Das Plaines. Ill., on Feb¬ 
ruary 25. 1975. 

Jonv M. CYROCKf, 

Director, 

Great Lakes Region . 

In 5 71.181 (39 FR 440>. the following 
transition area is amended to read: 

Dowagiac, Mihiiuan 

That airspace extended upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a seven-mile 
radius of Cats County Memorial Airport 
(Latltudo 41*59 30'' N., Longitude 86'07'37" 
W.); within two miles each side of the 
Keeler. Michigan 181* radial extending from 
the teven-mile radius area to the VOR. ex¬ 
cluding the portion which overlies the South 
Bend, Indiana transition area. 

|FR Doc.75-6673 Piled 3-13 75;8:46 am] 


Title 15—Commerce and Foreign Trade 

CHAPTER IX—NATIONAL OCEANIC AND 
ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION, DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

PART 926—COASTAL ZONE MANAGE- 
MENT PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT 
GRANTS, ALLOCATION OF FUNDS TO 
STATES 

This document supersedes the previous 
allocation of coastal zone program de¬ 
velopment grants to 8tate governments 
published Apri l 2, 1974, In the Federal 
Register (15 CFR Part 92fl). For the 
purposes of allocating coastal zone pro¬ 
gram development funds pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 305(e) of the Coastal Zone Manage¬ 
ment Act of 1972, as amended (Pub. L. 
92-583; 88 Stat. 1280 and Pub. L. 93- 
612; 88 Stat. 1974) for fiscal year 1975, 
this document shall be controlling. 

Under section 305 of the Act, the Sec¬ 
retary of Commerce Is authorized to 
make annual grants to any coastal State 


for the purpose of assisting In the de¬ 
velopment of a management program for 
the land and water resources of its coast¬ 
al zone. Such grants shall not exceed 
66 % percent of the costs of the program 
in any one year and no State shall be 
eligible to receive more than three an¬ 
nual grants under section 305. In addi¬ 
tion. no grant may be made under this 
section in excess of 10 percent nor less 
than 1 percent of the total amount ap¬ 
propriated under this section. However, 
the Secretary shall waive the 1 percent 
minimum requirement for any grant 
under this section, when a coastal State 
requests such a waiver. 

Section 305(e) of the Act states in 
part: 

Grants under thU section shall be allo¬ 
cated to States based upon rules and regula¬ 
tions promulgated by the Secretary • • • 

The rules and regulations set forth 
below establish the policy and means of 
allocating grant funds under section 305 
to the coastal States and are to fulfill 
the above requirements of section 305(e), 
Such rules and regulations are intended 
primarily for allocation of funds made 
available for grants under section 305 in 
Fiscal Year 1975. Allocations to States 
In subsequent fiscal years may reflect 
changes In these rules and regulations; 
such changes, If made, will be duly pub¬ 
lished. 

Robert L. Carnahan. 

Acting Assistant Administrator 
for Administration . 

920.1 Purpose of rule* and regulations 

926.2 Definitions. 

926.3 Bo$l* of Allocation. 

036.4 Allocation of non-dUtributed funds. 
9265 State allocation computation ex¬ 
ample. 

926 6 State allocation. 

926.7 Duration of allocation. 

Authority: Sec. 305(e) of the Coastal Zone 
Management Act of 1972, aa amended <Pub. 
L, 92-583). 

§ 926.1 Purpose of mint and regula¬ 
tion*. 

Twelve million dollars has been appro¬ 
priated by the Congress for Fiscal Year 
1975 to Implement the Coastal Zone 
Management Act of 1972 (Pub. L. 92- 
583) as amended. Of this amount $9 mil¬ 
lion has been made available for coastal 
zone management program development 
grants-in-aid to the 34 coastal States 
and territories under section 305 of that 
Act. It is the purpose of this part to 
establish the rules and regulations for 
allocation of grant-in-aid funds under 
section 305 of the Coastal Zone Manage¬ 
ment Act of 1972, as Amended (Pub. L. 
92-583; 86 Stat. 1280; and Pub. L. OS- 
612; 88 8tat. 1974) pursuant to the re¬ 
quirements of section 305(e) which 
states: 

Grants under thla section shall be allocated 
to tho States based on rules and regulations 
promulgated by the Secretary: Provided, 
however, That no management program de¬ 
velopment grant under this section shall be 
made in excess of 10 peroentum nor less than 
1 peroentum of the total amount appropri¬ 
ated to carry out the purposes of this sec¬ 


tion: And provided further, That tho Secre¬ 
tary shall waive the application of tho 1 
percenturn minimum requirement as to any 
grant under this section, when tho coastal 
State involved requests such a waiver. 


§ 926.2 Definitiotu. 


As used in this part, the following 
terms shall have the meanings Indicated 
below: 

(a) The term “Act" means the Coastal 
Zone Management Act of 1972, Pub L. 
92-583, 86 Stat. 1280, as amended by 
Pub. L. 93-612, 88 Stat. 1974. 

(b) “Secretary" means the Secretary 
of Commerce or his designee. 

(c) "Coastal State” means a State of 
the United States in, or bordering on, the 
Atlantic, Pacific or Arctic Ocean, the 
Gulf of Mexico, Long Island Sound, or 
one or more of the Great Lakes. The 
term also includes specifically Puerto 
Rico, the Virgin Islands, Guam and 
American Samoa. This definition is in¬ 
terpreted as Including the following 
States and territories: 


1. Alabama 

2. Alaaka 

3. American Samoa 

4. California 

5. Connecticut 

8. Delaware 

7. Florida 

8. Georgia 

9. Guam 

10. Hawaii 

11. IlUnoi* 

12. Indiana 

13. Louisiana 

14. Maine 

15. Maryland 

16. Masnachuaetta 

17. Michigan 


18. Mlnneaota 

19. Mississippi 

20. New Hampshire 

21. New Jeraey 

22. New York 

23. North Carolina 

24. Ohio 

25. Oregon 

28. Pennsylvania 

27. Puerto Rloo 

28. Rhode Island 

29. South Carolina 

30. Texas 

31. Virginia 

32. Virgin Islands 

33. Washington 

34. Wtsoonsin 


(d) “Shoreline" means, in tidal waters, 
the length of "tidal shoreline" as defined 
by the National Ocean Survey, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra¬ 
tion (NOAA), U.S. Department of Com¬ 
merce. and published in that agency’s 
brochure. “The Coastline of the United 
States.” For purposes of computation of 
the nation's total “tidal shoreline*, fig¬ 
ures for the Canal Zone. Navassa, Swan 
Islands, and Baker. Howland, Jarvis. 
Johnston, Midway, Palmyra, and Wake 
Islands shall not be included. “Shore¬ 
line", in Great Lakes States, shall mean 
the length of shoreline as established by 
the Lake Survey Center, National Ocean 
Survey. NOAA. U.S. Department of Com¬ 
merce, and contained in an unpublished 
manuscript entitled, “Shoreline of the 
Great Lakes and Connecting Rivers" by 
Robert Hagen and P. H. Judd, dated 
1948. with additions made in 1952 by 
O. E. Ropes and E. F. Kulp. Jr. The total 
"shoreline" of the United States shall be 
the sum of the tidal shoreline and Great 
Lakes shoreline, as defined above. 

(e) "Coastal counties" means tho*e 
counties or parishes which appear. In 
the judgment of the Assistant Adminis¬ 
trator for Coastal Zone Management, 
NOAA, to abut upon coastal waters. A 
listing of such counties is available for 
inspection at the Office of Coastal Zone 
Management. NOAA, Uj8 . Department 
of Commerce. Rockville. Maryland 20852. 
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S 926.3 Umu of allocation. 

(a) Funds available under section 305 
will be allotted to the 34 coastal States 
and territories on the following basis: 

(1) Uniform allocation. Each State will 
initially be allotted the legal minimum 
of 1 percent of funds available, regard¬ 
less of size, length of coastline, popula¬ 
tion. or other factors. 

(2) Variable allocation. The amount 
remaining after allocation of the uni¬ 
form amount will be allocated as follows: 

(I) Shoreline criterion. Forty percent 
will be allocated to the coastal States 
and territories on the basis of shoreline. 
Each State or territory will receive a 
shoreline allotment equal to the total 
amount available under this criterion 
multiplied by a factor equal to the ratio 
of that State or territorial shoreline 
divided by the total national shoreline 
(Including Great Lakes). 

(II) Population criterion . Forty per¬ 
cent will be allocated to the coastal States 
and territories on the basis of coastal 
population. It Is the intent of the'Office 
of Coastal Zone Management to include 
that population which is included within 
the "coastal zone" as defined in section 
304<a) of the Act and as used In the al¬ 
location system for grants under section 
306 as described in section 306(b). How¬ 
ever. since no State or territory has as 
yet formally identified its "coastal zone" 
pursuant to the Act. the Office will initi¬ 
ally utilize the population of the coastal 
zone as recorded in the 1970 decennial 
U.S. Census contained within coastal 
counties (or parishes) aa defined In 
$ 926 2. Since this designation is Judg¬ 
mental. It is subject to change in sub¬ 
sequent fiscal years, based upon the in¬ 
clusion or exclusion of certain counties, 
or upon definition of the coastal zone by 
a State. The coastal population used 
herein has been increased from that 
computed for FY 1974 by the inclusion of 
additional counties in California, Florida. 
Louisiana. Maryland. Massachusetts. 
New Hampshire. New Jersey. New York. 
Ohio. 8outh Carolina. Texas and Vir¬ 
ginia. 

(ill) Needs criterion. Twenty percent 
will be reserved for additional allocation 
to the coastal States and territories at 
the discretion of the Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator for Coastal Zone Management, 
based upon demonstration of need for 
such funds in order to assure comple¬ 
tion of work designated by the State or 
territory as necessary to the timely com¬ 
pletion of a coastal zone management 
program. Examples of such need may 
Include, but need not be limited to: 

(A) States or territories which have 
a legislative mandate, or express a strong 
desire to complete development of their 
programs in less than three years and 
specifically require such funds. 

(B) States or territories which con¬ 
tain geographic coastal areas with par¬ 
ticularly pressing developmental prob¬ 
lems whose resolution in a management 
program would be materially assisted by 
additional funds. 

(C) States or territories which propose 
particularly creative or Innovative ele¬ 


ments in the management program de¬ 
velopment phase where there Is apparent 
national applicability. 

(D) States or territories where special 
institutional conditions exist which re¬ 
quire additional funds and for which 
adequate account is not made in the 
shoreline and/or population criteria. 

(b) The minimum figure shown for 
each coastal State or territory in S 926.6 
represents the sum of the uniform al¬ 
location, and the shoreline and popula¬ 
tion criteria of the variable allocation 
only; it does not include any allocation 
under the needs criterion. 8uch funds 
will be available to them for Fiscal Year 
1975. in the event they: 

(1) Choose to participate in the pro¬ 
gram. 

(2) Can provide the necessary match¬ 
ing funds. 

(3) Submit a satisfactory application 
and work program pursuant to the con¬ 
ditions set forth in Part 920 of tills 
chapter, and 

(4) Otherwise meet the applicable re¬ 
quirements of the Coastal Zone Manage¬ 
ment Act of 1972, as amended. 

States need not utilize nor be limited 
by the minimum amount allocated and 
applications may be made for any 
amount deemed appropriate: Provided. 
That the statutory maximum or mini¬ 
mum of 10 percent and 1 percent of all 
appropriations, respectively. Is not ex¬ 
ceeded. except upon request of a State 
for waiver of the 1 percent minimum. 

g 926 A Allocation of non-diitribated 
funds. 

Those funds allocated to coastal States 
and territories which choose not to par¬ 
ticipate in the program as well as those 
funds which are allocated but which 
States or territories choose not to utilize, 
will be added to those funds to be dis¬ 
tributed to the States and territories on 
the basis of the needs criterion, os will 
any amounts In excess of the 10 percent 
maximum limitation. 

g 926.5 State allocation computation 
examples. 

The following computation indicates 
the procedure by which a State’s mini¬ 
mum allocation is derived. As an ex¬ 
ample, the State of Massachusetts was 
selected. 

Basic information: 

US. shoreline: 95.223 miles. 

MauachiuietU shoreline: 1.519 miles. 

U-9. coastU population: 83.086.702. 
Massachusetts coastal population: 3.862.290. 

Total rands available (or Sec. 305 grants In 


flical year 1975 89,000.000 
National allocation by criteria: 

Uniform allocation: I percent 

X 89.000.000x34 States_$3,000,000 

Variable allocation: 

Shoreline criterion: 40 per- 
centx (89,000.000 - 3,000,- 

000) . 2,370.000 

Population criterion: 40 per¬ 
cent X(89.000.000 - 3,060.- 

000) . 2.378,000 

Needs criterion: 20 percent 

X(89.000.000 —3,060,000) . 1*138.000 


Total _ 9.000.000 


Minimum Stato allocation (Mas- 
sabhusetta): 

Uniform allocation: 1 percent 

V89.000.000 ... 90. 000 

Variable allocation: 

Shoreline criterion: 

1,510 miles 

95/223 in U csx 82,376.000.. 

Population criterion: 

2,862.290 


89.088.762 X82,375,000. 76. 270 

Minimum Massachusetts allo¬ 
cation ...._ 204.048 


To this minimum allocation may be 
added an appropriate amount from the 
needs criterion funds. 

6 926.6 State allocations. 

Using the method described in f 926.5 
above, allocations (excluding needs cri¬ 
terion funds) for each eligible Sta(e and 
territory follow: 


t. Alabama* . 8116.000 

2. Alaska (maximum)__ 900. 000 

3. American Samoa- 94,000 

4. California . 620.000 

5. Connecticut _ 166,000 

6. Delaware —_ 114,000 

7. Florida. 440, 000 

8. Georgia . I _ 156.000 

9. Guam _ 05.000 

10. Hawaii. 137.000 

11 Illinois. 248.000 

12. Indiana —. 111.000 

13 Louisiana..- 342.000 

14. Maine.... 189. 000 

16 Maryland.. 249.000 

16. Massachusetts _ 204.000 

17. Michigan . 301.000 

18. Minnesota___ 101. 000 

19 Mississippi __ ... 105,000 

20. New Hampshire... 99,000 

21. New Jersey___....... 284.000 

22. New York_... 567,000 

23. North Carolina.. 188.000 

24. Ohio. 178.000 

25. Oregon__ 156.000 

26. Pennsylvania ...._ 169.000 

27 Puerto Rloo_ 180.000 

28. Rhode Island_ 125.000 

29. 8outh Carolina.............. 176.000 

30. Texas _ 254.000 

31 Virginia . 222.000 

32. Virgin Islands.__ 90.000 

33. Washington . 233.000 

34. Wisconsin _ 162.000 

Subtotal . 7.772.000 

Needs criterion allocation *.. 1,228.000 


Total ____9. OOO. 000 


1 Rounded to nearest 81.000 

•Includes 842.271 excess over 10 percent 
limit In Alaska. 

§ 926.7 Duration of nllorjitloa* 

The allocations as determined and 
computed above are published for the dis¬ 
tribution of coastal zone management 
program development grants during Fis¬ 
cal Year 1975. which is the second year 
for which these funds are available. 
NOAA will monitor the progress of States 
under this program and make an assess¬ 
ment during Fiscal Year 1975 of the rel¬ 
ative financial needs of the States. This 
assessment may lead to alterations in 
the method of allocation and the alloca¬ 
tion figures for fiscal years subsequent 
to Fiscal Year 1975. Such revisions will 
be duly published. 

|FR Doc.75-6660 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am| 
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Title 20—Employees* Benefits 

CHAPTER III—SOCIAL SECURITY ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

(flogs. No. 5. further amended | 

PART 405—FEDERAL HEALTH INSUR 
ANCE FOR THE AGED AND DISABLED 
(1965 _) 

Subpart I—Premiums for Supplementary 
Medical Insurance Benefits 

Supplementary Medical Insurance 
Benefits Premium Billing 

On October 2. 1074, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
35577 a notice of proposed rulemaking 
with a proposed amendment to Subpart 
I. Regulations No. 5 The proposed regu¬ 
lation permits beneficiaries whose title 
II benefits are not payable because of 
work or for other reasons to be billed 
quarterly for supplementary medical in¬ 
surance (SMI) premiums, but not neces¬ 
sarily (os is provided under present regu¬ 
lations) on a calendar-quarter basis. In¬ 
terested persons were given 30 days 
within which to submit written com¬ 
ments or suggestions thereon. 

The proposed regulation revises section 
405.912(b) to permit the Social Security 
Administration, at its option, to bill 
monthly title II beneficiaries (other than 
those receiving agc-72 special payments). 
who are in suspense status, for any 3 
month quarter instead of restricting such 
billings to a calendar quarter basis. 

A suggestion was received but not 
adopted that would allow individuals to 
be billed annually or semiannually if 
they so desired. This is not within the 
scope of the proposed amendment, which 
only conforms the SMI premium billing 
and collection procedures for beneficiary 
enrollees with those for nonbeneficiary 
enrollees. Moreover, experience has 
shown that most individuals find it con¬ 
venient to be billed for premiums on a 
quarterly basis. In any event, the regula¬ 
tion expressly provides <and will con¬ 
tinue to provide) that any enrollee may 
pay more than 1 quarter's premiums at a 
time if he so chooses; of course, if his 
premium for a quarter has been paid, he 
will not be billed for that quarter. 

Accordingly, the proposed amendment 
is adopted without change as set forth 
below. 

(Bees. 1102, 1840(e). 2871, Social Security Act. 
m amended; 48 8tat. 847, as amended; 79 
BUt. 807. 831. Ofl amended; (42 U.8.C. 1302 
1398*(e). 139Shh)) 

Effective date. These amendments will 
be effective on or before April 14,1975. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13801. Health Insurance tor the 
Aged and Disa b l ed —Supplementary Medical 
Insurance.) 

Dated: February 24.1975. 

J. B. Cardwell. 

Commissioner of Social Security. 

Approved: March 10,1975. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 

Secretary o J Health. Education, 
and Welfare. 


Part 405 of Chapter in of Title 20 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended ns follows: 

Paragraph (b) of l 405.912 is revised 
to read as follows: 

g 405.912 Collection of premium* whHr 
monllily benefit* are •ts»|-en<irxL 
• • • • • 

fb' Collection of premiums where 
monthly benefit payments will not be re¬ 
sumed during the current taxable year . 
Where an cnrollee's monthly title n 
benefit payments (other than age-72 spe¬ 
cial payments (see 3 405.910 ) are being 
suspended for an indefinite period or for 
a definite period which will not permit 
collection of all premiums due from 
monthly benefits payable in the current 
taxable year, the enrollee should pay his 
premiums by direct remittance when he 
ts billed. The first billing will be for 
whatever premiums are necessary to 
place him In a quarterly cycle. There¬ 
after, assuming such premiums are 
promptly paid, the enrollee will be billed 
on a quarterly basis for 3 months* pre¬ 
miums (see 5 405.913). If the enrollee. 
however, wishes to pay premiums for 
more than 1 quarter at a time, he may 
do so. 

I FR DOC.75-8763 Filed 3-18-75:8:45 am] 


Title 21—Food and Drugs v 

CHAPTER I—FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION. AND WELFARE 


SUDCHAPTEN C—DRUGS 

PART 133—DRUGS; CURRENT GOOD 
MANUFACTURING PRACTICE IN MAN¬ 
UFACTURE. PROCESSING, PACKING, 
OR HOLDING 


Asbestos-Form Particles In Drugs for 
Parenteral Injection 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
published in the Federal Register of 
September 28, 1973 <38 FR 27076). a 
notice proposing to restrict the utiliza¬ 
tion of asbestos filters in the manu¬ 
facture of parenteral drugs and par¬ 
enteral drug ingredients, and to pro¬ 
hibit the use of asbestos-containing talc 
ns a food, or food or drug ingredient, or 
in food and drug packaging materials, 
within certain analytical restrictions. 
The notice provided for the filing of 
comments within DO days. 

Asbestos fibers are known to cause 
cancer when inhaled in large amounts. 
Also, asbestos and other fibers are con¬ 
sidered likely to have a similar adverse 
effect if present in parenteral drugs, 
although this has not been proven. Be¬ 
cause of this likelihood, this order pro¬ 
vides that whenever possible, asbestos- 
containing or other fiber-releasing filters 
not be used in the manufacture, proc¬ 
essing or packaging of drugs intended 
for parenteral injection in humans. Also, 
it provides for measures to reduce the 
amount of fibers present In such prod-* 
ucts, where It is not possible to elimi¬ 
nate these filters In the production of a 
drug. 

The comments made in response to the 
September 28.1973 proposal fall into two 


main categories. One concerns provisions 
to decrease the potential for Ingestion of 
asbestos fibers. The other concerns pro¬ 
visions to decrease the potential for In¬ 
jection of asbestos fibers. A discussion of 
each category of comments, and the 
Commission's conclusions, are set forth 
below. 

A. Comments on provisions dealing 
with Ingestion potential of asbestos 
fibers: 

1 . The Commissioner proposed that 
any food, food packaging material, drug, 
drug ingredient or drug packaging ma¬ 
terial containing talc that is not free 
from asbestos fibers as determined by a 
particular analytical method should bo 
deemed adulterated in violation of sec¬ 
tion 402(a)(1) of the Federal Food. 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act 

Nineteen comments related to the pro¬ 
posed analytical method for talc under 
3 121.2006 (21 CFR 121 2006). The com¬ 
ments were primarily from representa¬ 
tives of food. drug, and talc mining firms, 
but also Included four consultant labora¬ 
tories and two other federal agencies. Al¬ 
though it is apparent that most of these 
respondents did not actually use the de¬ 
signated method, and were, therefore, re¬ 
flecting their general experience with 
optical crystallography or a personal 
preference for other analytical methods, 
none of the respondents supported the 
proposed method for compliance pur¬ 
poses. The predominant objections to the 
proposed method were that it is difficult 
to use, laborious, and not practical for its 
Intended purpose. Severn! comments 
offered the opinion that only the most 
highly trained mlcroscoplsts would be 
capable of using the method with any 
reasonable accuracy or precision. Mem¬ 
ber* of one trade association collabora- 
tively studied the method with 10 mieros- 
oopisU. each examining seven samples 
of talc. Four participants admittedly 
could not use the method to count the 
samples, and there was obvious incon¬ 
sistency in the results reported by other 
microsoopists. 

A number of alternative methods for 
determining asbestos particles in t*lc 
were suggested by the respondents. Al¬ 
though optical microscopy using disper¬ 
sion staining was the most frequently 
suggested method, others suggested x-ray 
diffraction, spectrophotometry, and sev¬ 
eral electron microscopy and mlcroprobe 
techniques as preferred or supportive 
analytical methods. Many of the re¬ 
spondents additionally expressed their 
willingness to join a Food and Drug Ad¬ 
ministration analytical task force to 
evaluate apphcablc methodology. 

Although the Commissioner cannot 
agree that the designated optical 
crystallographic method is unreliable 
when used by those experienced in the 
art. he recognizes that an effective com¬ 
pliance method must have greater utility 
and acceptance than indicated by the 
comments on the proposed method. 

The Commissioner has. therefore, 
decided to delay any final regulation for 
taTc until an acceptable method for deter 
mining the presence of asbestos particles 
can be developed for this substance. This 
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area of research currently Is being ac¬ 
tively pursued by the Pood and Drug 
Administration. 

2. Several comments objected to the 
purity limitations for talc which were es¬ 
tablished by the proposed method. Many 
thought that requirements that talc 
be 99 9 percent amphibole-free and 99 99 
percent chrysotile-free unreasonable, 
while others insisted that any limitation 
was unreasonable unless it could be de¬ 
monstrated to reflect known hazard 
levels by ingestion. While one respondent 
calculated that 20,000 amphibole and 
3,500 chrysotile fibers (of 5 micrometers 
x 1.7 micrometers size) should be permit¬ 
ted before any talc sample exceeded the 
established limits, another respondent 
observed that Individual asbestos par¬ 
ticles often vary in size a million-fold, 
thus making it difficult to relate particle 
counts to the percentage of asbestos con¬ 
tamination in talc. 

Although the decision of the Com¬ 
missioner to delay any final regulation on 
talc has rendered these comments moot, 
the Commissioner wishes to respond to 
these comments to clarify his position on 
posssible future talc regulations. 

As indicated in the proposal, the Com¬ 
missioner recognizes that the evidence 
concerning the possible hnzard from in¬ 
gestion of asbestos particles is contra¬ 
dictory and inconclusive. The method 
was therefore not proposed in order to 
indicate any known hazard from asbes¬ 
tos. but was intended to establish a good 
manufacturing practice limitation for 
the use of talc in food and drugs until 
an assessment of the hnzard, If any, of 
Ingested asbestos can be determined. 

The particle limitation accompanying 
the proposed method represents the best 
assessment by the Pood and Drug Admin¬ 
istration of the probability of occurrence 
of such particles in natural talc deposits, 
the ability of the method to detect such 
particles, and the need to assign a limit 
to define the absence of asbestos. The 
Food and Drug Administration has also 
examined numerous talc samples of un¬ 
defined grade In the past 2 years, using 
the proposed methodology, and finds that 
approximately two-thirds of such sam¬ 
ples arc within these limitations. The 
Commissioner therefore concludes that 
the proposed particle limitations would 
not impose an unreasonable burden on 
manufacturers of talc If these limitations 
are ultimately adopted. 

The Food and Drug Administration 
has been aware of the possible extreme 
variation in asbestos particle size that 
may occur in natural deposits of talc. 
Eliminating particles less than 5 microm¬ 
eters long or with less than a 3-to-l 
length-to-width ratio considerably nar¬ 
rows the range of permissible particles 
counted by the proposed method. Con¬ 
sidering the variation in particle size that 
may yet be possible, however, a typical 
particle of 300 cubic micrometers, weigh¬ 
ing approximately 1 nanogram (Ref. 1) 
was used to assure a purity of talc at 
least 99.9 percent free of amphibole types 
of asbestos fibers and at least 99 99 per¬ 
cent free of chrysotile asbestos fibers. 

3. Three comments from Industrial 
firms objected to the proposed analytical 
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requirements for talc used in the manu¬ 
facture of paper and paperboard in 
i 121.101(h) <21 CFR 121.101(h)). All of 
these comments contended that asbestos, 
in asbestos-containing talc, docs not mi¬ 
grate to packaged food when talc is used 
for this purpose. One of these comments 
contained results of recently conducted 
studies which were intended to prove this 
contention. 

After a thorough review of submitted 
comments, and examination and evalu¬ 
ation of additional requested studies, the 
Commissioner concludes that this com¬ 
ment has demonstrated the validity of 
this contention in a manner consistent 
with available methodology. In the con¬ 
ducted studies, the comment has dem¬ 
onstrated that dry packaged and shipped 
salt contains less than 0.01 part per bil¬ 
lion asbestos when in direct and continu¬ 
ous contact with uncoated paper con¬ 
taining up to 6 percent tremulltic asbes¬ 
tos. Although detection was limited by 
the bulk of ash recovered from other 
products, such as fresh wrapped and fro¬ 
zen meat, dry packaged macaroni, dried 
milk. rice, and corn flakes, the comment 
has also demonstrated that these prod¬ 
ucts contain less than 10 parts per bil¬ 
lion asbestos under test and market con¬ 
ditions. The analytical details of these 
studies are on file with the Hearing 
Clerk, Food and Drug Administration, 
Rm. 4-65, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, 
MD 20852. 

The Commissioner Concludes that the 
above reported salt study represents a 
practical upper limit of migration of as¬ 
bestos from food-contact paper and pa¬ 
perboard. This conclusion is based upon 
consideration of the extreme abrasive 
nature of sslt as compared to other dry 
foods, and the unusually high tremolitic 
asbestos content of the test paper (6 per¬ 
cent) os compared to reported levels of 
use (0.02-0.4 percent) in food-contact 
paper and paperboard. 

The Commissioner therefore concludes 
that the comment has demonstrated that 
the asbestos content of talc used in the 
manufacture of food- or drug-contact 
paper and paperboard does not represent 
a potential contaminant of packaged 
food or drugs, os assessed by currently 
available methodology. Accordingly, the 
Commissioner Is withdrawing the analyt¬ 
ical limitations proposed for talc in 
l 121.101(h), unless new methodology or 
toxicological assessment requires further 
evaluation of this question. 

4. The Commissioner stated in the pro¬ 
posal that it had been decided not to 
promulgate a proposed regulation gov¬ 
erning the utilization of asbestos filters 
in the processing of food and beverages. 
One comment stated that this was in¬ 
consistent with the Commissioner's pro¬ 
posed regulation on the asbestos content 
of food-grade talc, and that attempts to 
limit asbestos ingestion should apply 
uniformly to all sources. Another com¬ 
ment stated that the Commissioner's 
decision not to regulate the use of as¬ 
bestos filters in food, beverage and non- 
parenteral drug preparations was based 
on the unproven notion that the amounts 
of asbesots which are contributed to 


man’s overall exposure by these sub¬ 
stances are small. The comment con¬ 
tended that evidence Is lacking to show 
that the Ingestion of small amounts of 
asbestos is safe and that the responsibil¬ 
ities of the Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion for promulgation of regulations to 
lessen the total human exposure to as¬ 
bestos were not mitigated by the fact that 
all human exposure to asbestos cannot 
be regulated by the agency. 

The Commissioner agrees that uniform 
and consistent regulations should be 
adopted on an Industry-wide basis. In 
this instance, the lack of available re¬ 
producible methodology for determining 
asbestos-form fibers In beverages and 
other foods led the Commissioner to pro¬ 
pose the regulation of talc before han¬ 
dling other related matters. In any event, 
the comment has now become moot since 
the Commissioner has decided to delay 
a final ruling on talc as a direct food or 
drug ingredient. 

The Commissioner also concludes that 
neither the available data on the addi¬ 
tion of fibers to foods and nonparenteral 
drugs by use of asbestos filters nor the 
data on the asbestos content of municipal 
water are sufficiently reliable to permit 
promulgation of regulatory controls at 
this time. Evidence indicates a wide vari¬ 
ation of asbestos fiber contamination in 
the water supply of the cities of the 
United States, with some reports that 
the waters of the San Francisco. CA, 
and the Duluth. MN. areas arc among 
the highest In asbestos content. How¬ 
ever, the lack of consistency of test meth¬ 
ods and their applications leads to ques¬ 
tions concerning these data. A recent 
epidemiological study of cancer mortal¬ 
ity in Duluth over the last 14 years (Ref. 
2 ) has concluded that, up to this time, 
no carcinogenic effect could be demon¬ 
strated from ingestion of the municipal 
waters. Some reports have been received, 
claiming little or no asbestos addition 
to the aforementioned products by the 
use of filters (Ref. 3). Other reports 
from Canada, which indicate some in¬ 
creases in the asbestos content of bever¬ 
ages (Ref. 4 and 5) over background 
waiter. show that the final levels are com¬ 
parable to the background levels in areas 
of the United States. Therefore, the Com¬ 
missioner has decided to delay the pro¬ 
mulgation of any regulation on the pro¬ 
hibition of use of asbestos filters for the 
preparation of foods and nonparenteral 
drugs until more reliable data can be 
obtained on the background concentra¬ 
tions of asbestos in drinking water and 
the role of asbestos filters in regard to 
the addition of fibers to lngestible 
products. 

5. Many comments endorsed or con¬ 
demned the proposals, or parts of them, 
with respect to water, food, and beverage 
contamination. Although most of these 
comments did not supply any additional 
data or information, a current asbestos 
feeding study by J. M, O. Davis (Ref. fl> 
and a 1967 study by O. M. Bonser and 
D. B. Clayton (Ref. 7) were cited as fur¬ 
ther evidence of no harm from ingested 
asbestos. Other comments cited the 1972 
conclusion of the Advisory Committee 
on Asbestos Cancers (Ref. 8) that there 
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was no evidence of an Increased risk of 
cancer from asbestos fibers In water, 
beverages, and food, or In fluids used for 
the administration of drugs, and one 
comment cited a recent study by Klein- 
fold. Messitc. and Z&ki (Ref. 9) which 
reports no increase of gastrointestinal 
and peritoneal cancer among talc 
workers exposed to tale dusts for a mini¬ 
mum of 15 years. 

From analysis of the foregoing com¬ 
ments received concerning the limita¬ 
tion of asbestos in talc, from thorough 
re-review of the scientific evidence avail¬ 
able concerning the adequacy of the 
available methodology to determine the 
amount of asbestos in talc, and from 
consideration of the controversial nature 
of evidence to demonstrate the hazard 
to health presented by ingestion of the 
amounts of asbestos fibers normally to 
be expected in talc used In food or drugs, 
or in food or drug packaging materials 
containing talc, or in beverages, other 
foods and non parenteral drugs prepared 
with the use of asbestos Alters, the Com¬ 
missioner concludes that the promulga¬ 
tion of regulations on the limitations or 
prohibition of the use of asbestos Alters 
for the preparation of foods and non- 
parenteral drugs and of the amount of 
asbestos fibers in talc for use in food and 
drugs or which might migrate into food 
or drugs from talc-containing packaging 
materials is unwarranted until more 
reliable data can be obtained concerning 
these matters. 

The Food and Drug Administration. In 
conjunction with other agencies. Is plan¬ 
ning extensive experiments to determine 
If long term exposure to ingested asbestos 
fibers represents a definitive hazard to 
human health. As noted, until this study 
is completed or other data become avail¬ 
able. the Commissioner has determined 
that a prohibition of the use of asbestos- 
containing Alters in the processing of 
food and beverages, and of asbestos- 
containing talc as a food or food additive 
or In drugs or drug Ingredients is unwar¬ 
ranted due to lack of sufficient data. In 
the interim, maufacturers of food and 
drugs are urged to investigate all means 
of eliminating the use of such Alters and 
talc, and to keep the Food and Drug 
Administration informed about changes 
in formulation and processing of this 
type. 

B. In order to deal with the injection 
potential of asbestos fibers, the Com¬ 
missioner proposed that the good manu¬ 
facturing practice regulations for drugs 
be amended to require that filtration pro¬ 
cedures for parenteral drugs shall utilise 
cither a non-fiber-releasing filter such 
as a membrane filter or. If an asbestos- 
containing filter is used because It is 
necessary, the procedures shall also 
utilize an additional non-asbestos-con¬ 
taining or non-fiber-releasing filter such 
as a membrane Alter to reduce asbestos 
fiber content to the minimum level fea¬ 
sible unless such a subsequent filter will 
compromise the safety. identity, 
strength, quality, or purity of the 
product. 

Comments received in response to this 
part of the notice, dealing with the In¬ 


jection potential of asbestos fibers, are 
as follows: 

1. A number of comments statA that 
there is no conclusive evidence that 
asbestos filters add fibers to the filtrate, 
or that asbestos has caused deleterious 
effects as a result of parenterally admin¬ 
istered drugs. 

Asbestos fibers Were found in a number 
of samples of parenteral drugs by Nichol¬ 
son ct ah (Ref. 10) and also by a sub¬ 
sequent Food and Drug Administration 
investigation of parcntcrals. Although 
the Food and Drug Administration has 
demonstrated that filtration through as¬ 
bestos of a water sample highly contami¬ 
nated with asbestos fibers can signifi¬ 
cantly reduce the number of fibers pres¬ 
ent, the Food and Drug Administration 
also has direct evidence that the utili¬ 
zation of asbestos filters can cause as¬ 
bestos contamination. The preliminary 
report of the latter study is on public 
display in the office of the Hearing Clerk. 
The evidence of the deleterious effects of 
parenteral asbestos administration (Ref. 
I. 11, 13, and 13) requires that the 
amount of contamination in these prod¬ 
ucts be minimized. Consequently, the 
Commissioner has determined that it is 
important that asbestos-containing fil¬ 
ters be replaced with non-fiber-releasing 
Alters unless it is demonstrated that it is 
not possible to manufacture a safe and 
effective parenteral drug or parenteral 
drug Ingredient without the u?e of such 
an asbestos-containing Alter. In the lat¬ 
ter instance, a final non-flber-rcleasing 
Alter shall be used to reduce the content 
of any asbestos-form particles in the drug 
or drug ingredient. Use of an asbestos- 
containing Alter with subsequent use of 
an additional non-asbestos-containing, 
non-fiber-releasing filter shall be permis¬ 
sible only upon submission of evidence to 
the appropriate bureau of the Fbod and 
Drug Administration that substitution 
for the asbestos filter of a non-fibrr-re- 
leaslng Alter will or is likely to compro¬ 
mise the safety or effectiveness of the 
drug. Use of an asbestos-containing fil¬ 
ter without subsequent use of an addi¬ 
tional non-asbestos-containing, non- 
fiber-releasing filter shall be permissible 
only upon submission of evidence 4hat 
neither the substitution for the asbestos- 
containing Alter nor the use of a sub¬ 
sequent non-fiber-releasing filter can be 
accomplished without compromising the 
safety or effectiveness of the drug. 

2. One comment noted that, although 
there have been several demonstrations 
of the addition of nonasbestos filters as 
final filters in the production of injecta¬ 
ble biologies, there remains concer n that 
the replacement of asbestos filters with 
non-asbestos-containing filters would up- 
set delicate filtration parameters of the 
product preparation process. An 18- 
month period was suggested as the allow¬ 
able period of time for technical develop¬ 
ment of<hc new processes. 

The Commissioner agrees that a spe¬ 
cific period for process development and 
modification should be provided In the 
regulations. Therefore, 18 months will be 
allowed for compliance. Firms not con¬ 
forming to these regulations within 12 


months of the date of publication of this 
regulation will be required to submit 
monthly progress reports thereafter con¬ 
cerning attempts to implement the re¬ 
quired procedures and any difficulties in 
maintenance of product quality. 

3. A large number of comments stated 
that many parenteral products would 
suffer in safety* and quality because of a 
requirement to replace asbestos-contain¬ 
ing filters in the manufacturing process. 

The Commissioner agrees that it is es¬ 
sential that there be no increase In risk 
to the public as a result of this action. 
The regulation provides for continued use 
of asbestos filters where no alternative 
is feasible. The responsibility for demon¬ 
strating that the replacement of asbestos 
filters or the utilization of a final non- 
fiber-releasing, non-asbestos-containing 
filter decreases product quality and effec¬ 
tiveness of safety remains that of tho 
manufacturer. Evidence for such product 
alteration must be submitted to the ap¬ 
propriate bureau of the Food and Drus 
Administration for approval of the con¬ 
tinued use of the unmodified asbestos 
filtration processes. 

4. One comment objected to the utili- 
zation of the terms “membrane filter'* 
and -non-fiber-releasing filter.- stating 
that the former term was too limiting 
as a recommendation for a replacement 
of filters which may release asbestos 
fibers and that the latter phrase should 
be changed to “asbestos-containing or 
media-migration-exhibiting filter.- This 
comment claimed that the term “non- 
fiber-releasing" should be replaced since 
small quantities of the fibrous support 
used in many cellulosc-estcr membrane 
filters, as well as fibers and particle:; 
from the manufacturing process for 
cartridge and other type filters, are re¬ 
leased by cleaning and flushing prior to 
marketing of the product. Another com¬ 
ment stated that the proposed regula¬ 
tions did not contain a definition of a 
non-fiber-releasing filter. Comments also 
stated that 1133.8 should not use the 
terms ‘‘fiber-releasing- and -asbestos- 
containing'* interchangeably, and one 
comment objected to the synonomous 
use of the terms “fiber" and “asbestos 
fiber.- 

The Commissioner agrees that the reg¬ 
ulation should not specify only one type 
of filter which would satisfy the new re¬ 
quirements. and thus has deleted the 
term ' membrane filter.- The Commis¬ 
sioner also concludes that, for the pur¬ 
poses of these regulations, a non-fiber- 
releasing filter shall be defined as a non¬ 
asbestos, nonglass fiber filter which, 
after any appropriate pretreatment such 
as washing or flushing, will not continue 
to release fibers Into the drug or drug 
ingredient which Is to be filtered. The 
distinction is, therefore, made between 
filters which release fibers by media mi¬ 
gration. i.e.. continuous release due to 
the nature of the filter, and filters which 
cont a i n fibers from structural support; 
and contamination. The utilization of ' 
nonasbestos, nonglass fiber filters in the 
hitter category will be permitted pro¬ 
vided that appropriate prelreatment. 
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which eliminates fiber contaminant re¬ 
lease, has been accomplished. As the 
similarity between the carcinogenicities 
of asbestos and fibrous glass has been 
noted, fibrous glass filters have been 
added to this definition to prevent the 
widespread conversion from asbestos to 
this type of filter (Ref. 14 and 16). A 
fiber is defined as “any particle with 
length at least three times greater than 
its width** (Ref. 15 and 16>. 

The Commissioner realizes that the 
definition of a fiber-releasing filter ex¬ 
cludes the possibility of the use of an 
asbestos or fibrous glass filter locked into 
a matrix which precludes the release of 
fibers. However, no such technology was 
presented as feasible by any of the com¬ 
ments. Therefore, the Commissioner 
concludes that the definition of a fiber- 
releasing filter is appropriate for this 
regulation and that, should a method for 
production of such a non-fiber-releasing 
asbestos or glass containing filter become 
available, the definition will be subject to 
review. 

5. One comment suggested that the 
proposed requirement that *no asbestos- 
containing filter may be used unless it is 
not possible to manufacture a drug with¬ 
out the use of such a filter'* be replaced 
by “when an asbestos-containing filter 
is utilized, a suitable after-filter must 
also be utilized to retain fibers.*’ 

The Commissioner concludes that such 
a change would be unacceptable since 
the purpose of these regulations is to 
minimize the amount of asbestos or 
asbestos-form fibers in parenteral drugs 
thereby minimizing the possibility of del¬ 
eterious effects, and although an after- 
filter will substantially reduce the num¬ 
ber of these fibers in the product. It can¬ 
not be assumed that it will remove all of 
this material. Hence, the Commissioner 
has determined that the best means to 
eliminate asbestos contamination from 
parenteral drugs is by removal of the 
asbestos filters from the process when¬ 
ever possible. As stated in paragraph B.3. 
of this preamble, the Commissioner 
agrees that there must be no increase in 
risk to the public from any product the 
manufacturing process of which is re¬ 
quired to be changed. However, he re¬ 
iterates that the use cf an asbestos filter 
will be permissible only upon a demon¬ 
stration by the manufacturer that the 
replacement of an asbestos filter by a 
non-fiber-releasing filter or the utiliza¬ 
tion of a final or after-filter is non-flber- 
releasing adversely affects the quality, 
safety, and effectiveness of the product. 

6 . One comment objected to the state¬ 
ment in the proposal that the use of 
asbestos filters in parenteral drug manu¬ 
facturing is prohibited “unless it is not 
possible to manufacture that drug or 
drug ingredient without the use of such 
a filter,** claiming that the lack of a more 
specific statement will lead to capricious 
regulatory decisions. 

The Commissioner concludes that 
there is no more reasonable method by 
which to make a determination of the 
impossibility of achieving the desired 
product quality and effectiveness without 
the use of asbestos-containing filters 
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than by Individual evaluation by knowl¬ 
edgeable scientists. No automatic de¬ 
cision scheme was suggested in the com¬ 
ment. Therefore, the responsibility for 
submission of the evidence required for 
this determination will rest with the 
manufacturer and the responsibility for 
accepting or rejecting the request for use 
of asbestos-containing filters will rest 
with the appropriate bureau in the Food 
and Drug Administration. 

7. Two comments objected to the fact 
that the regulations were limited to the 
release of asbestos and asbestos-form 
fibers and suggested that all extraneous 
material such as diatomaccous earth, 
carbon, silica, micro-fiberglass, etc., also 
be regulated. 

The Commissioner agrees that there is 
reason to be concerned about all par¬ 
ticulate contamination in parenteral 
drugs, but concludes that this problem 
should be considered separately from the 
subject regulations. Therefore, except for 
fibrous particulates, the Commissioner 
has decided to await clarification of the 
degree of other types of contamination 
and the possible health effects of such 
other particulates prior to developing 
applicable regulations. A call for scien¬ 
tific information in this regard will be 
published in the Federal Register in the 
future. 

8. One comment objected to the re¬ 
quirement of proof of reduction of asbes¬ 
tos fibers by the use of subsequent non- 
asbcstcs-containlng filters in the manu¬ 
facture of a parenteral drug or drug 
Ingredient when submitting a request for 
approval of a process in which asbestos 
filters arc used. This and one other com¬ 
ment claimed that the National Institute 
for Occupational Safety and Health 
(NIOSH) analytical method, as well as 
other analytical methods for determina¬ 
tion of asbestos-form fibers in parenteral 
drugs, is inadequate quantitatively to 
demonstrate reduction and is immensely 
difficult to perform. 

The Food and Drug Administration 
and other government agencies are pres¬ 
ently attempting to develop reproducible, 
practical and useful methodologies for 
these analyses, and amendments to these 
regulations will be promulgated upon the 
satisfactory completion of this research. 
The Commissioner has decided that un¬ 
til these studies are completed, the evi¬ 
dence for reduction of asbestos-form 
fiber content need not be obtained if 
adequate downstream filtration is ac¬ 
complished. Thus, the requirement of 
proof of reduction of asbestos fiber con¬ 
tent is omitted and the use of a non¬ 
fiber-releasing filter of 0.22 micron 
maximum pore size is added to tills regu¬ 
lation <0.45 micron maximum, if the 
manufacturing conditions so dictate). 

9. One comment claimed that it is 
inappropriate to control all types of 
asbestos fibers uniformly, as asbestos 
filters are composed primarily of chryso- 
tile which is less hazardous to human 
health than amphiboles. 

The Commissioner concludes that this 
differential in hazard has not been es¬ 
tablished for parenterally administered 
asbestos. Studies by Reeves et al. (Ref. 


17) have demonstrated mesotheliomas in 
rats and rabbits from pleural and peri¬ 
toneal injections of both chrysotlle and 
crocidelite fibers. Further studies have 
been initiated by the Food and Drug Ad¬ 
ministration on the effects of parenteral 
injections of chrysotlle fibers In experi¬ 
mental animals. 

10. One comment indicated that, in 
the study of parenteral administration of 
asbestos to animals by Schmohl (Ref. 
11>. the tumors that occurred were not 
related to asbestos since they were 
sarcomas rather than mesotheliomas. 

Although mesotheliomas are closely re¬ 
lated to lnlialatlon of asbestos, there 
also has been, an association of carci¬ 
noma of the lung with asbestos inhala¬ 
tion. As with other carcinogens, several 
types of tumors may occur as a result of 
exposure to a particular carcinogen de¬ 
pending upon the route of exposure. The 
Commissioner therefore concludes that 
the data in this reference arc valid and 
may possibly Implicate asbestos In the 
development of these malignant tumors 
of soft tissues, namely, sarcomas. 

11. One commenter presented data 
demonstrating that membrane filtration 
was capable of removal of all asbestos 
particles from his asbestos-filtered prod¬ 
uct (beer) as measured by electron mi¬ 
croscopy. However, even though the con¬ 
tainer for this product was subjected to 
a final rinse by municipal water, the 
packaged product contained a significant 
number of asbestos fibers. Similarly, the 
Poor* and Drug Administration has found 
asbestos particles in parenteral drugs 
produced by manufacturers who do not 
use asbestos filters in their processes. 

These Indications of substantial con¬ 
tamination of the product from typical 
liquid containers have led the Commis¬ 
sioner to conclude that cleansing and 
rinse water for the containers for paren¬ 
teral drugs shall be filtered through non- 
fibcr-rc leasing filters equivalent to those 
required for pas t-as best os-filter filtration 
to remove inherent fiber contamination. 

12. The Environmental Impact Anal¬ 
ysis Report (EIAR> and other relevant 
materials have been reviewed and it has 
been determined that the proposed use 
will not have a significant environmental 
Impact. Copies of the EIAR are available 
in the office of the Assistant Commis¬ 
sioner for Public Affairs, Rm. 15B-42, or 
the office of the Hearing Clerk. Rm. 4-65, 
Food and Drug Administration, 5600 
Fishers Lane. Rockville. MD 20852. 

The indications to references set forth 
in the preamble are to the following, 
which are on display in the office of the 
Hearing Clerk: 

1. "P-jenteral Preparations, Pyrogens,” In 
Remington'a Pharmaceutical Science*, 14 th 
ed , Chapter 82. p 1542. 1970. 

2. Mason. T. J.. V W McKay and R. W. 
Miller. “Asbestos-Like Fibers in Duluth 
Water 8upp!y: Relation to Cancer Mortality/* 
“Journal of the American Medical Associa¬ 
tion,** 228:1020. May 20. 1974. 

3. Comment from Asbestos Research Coun¬ 
cil. March 1. 1974. 

4l Cunningham, H. M and R. Pontefract: 

(a) “Asbestos Fibers In Beverages and 
Drinking Water/* •Nature” 232.332-833, 
1971. 
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(b) '•Symposium on Industrial Chemicals 
as Pood Contaminant*.*' “Journal of the As¬ 
sociation of Official Analytical Chemists,** 
56:976-081, 1073. 

6. Pontefract. R.. and H. M Cunningham; 
"Penetration of Asbeitoj through the Diges¬ 
tive Tract of Rats." • Nature." 243:352 353. 
1073. • 

6. Da via. J. M, O.. Institute of Occupational 
Medicine Edinburgh. Scotland, unpublished 
report. 

7. Bonser. G. M , and D. B. Clayton. “Feed¬ 
ing of Blue Asbestos* to Rate.*' 1967 Annual 
Report. British Empire Cancer Campaign for 
Research, p. 242. 

8. "Report of the Advi-ory Committee on 
Asbestos Cancers to the Director of the In¬ 
ternational Agency for Rwearch or* Cancer." 
"British Journal of Industrial Medicine.*' 
30:180 188. 1973. 

9 Klclnfeld. M . J. Merrlte. and M H Zakl. 
"Mortality Experiences Among Talc Work¬ 
ers: A Follow-up Study," "Journal of Oc¬ 
cupational Medicine." 16:345-349. 1974 

10. Nicholson. W n . C. J Magglar* and 
I. J. Sellkofr, "Asbestos Contamination of 
Parenteral Drugs," "Science." 177:171-173, 
1972. 

11. 8chmahl. D., "Carceredone Wlrklng von 
Aabest bet Implantation von Ratten,*' "Zelt- 
schrlft fur Krcbsforschung." 62:561-567. 
1958. 

12. Roe. P. H. C.. R L. Carter, M. A. Walters 
and J. S. Harrington. *"Iho Pathological ef¬ 
fects of Subcutaneous Injections of Asbestos 
Fibers In Mice: Mlgfation of Fibers to 8ub- 
mesothellal Tissues and Induction of Meso¬ 
theliomas," "International Journal of Can¬ 
cer." 2:628-638. 1067. 

13. Kanazawa. K . M. 8. C Blrbeck. R. L. 
Carter and P. J. C, Roe. "Migration of As¬ 
bestos Fibers from Subcutaneous Injection 
Sites in Mice." "British Journal of Cancer." 
24:96-106. 1970. 

14. **8ympoilum on Occupational Exposure 
to Fibixms Glass," rponoored by National In¬ 
stitute for Occupational Safety and Health, 
University of Maryland, June 26-27. 1074. 

15. 8 tan ton. Mcarl P . "Piber Carcinogene¬ 
sis: Is Asbestos the Only Hazard?" "Journal 
of tho National Cancer Institute." 52:633 
(1074). 

16. "Occupational Exposure to Asbestos," 
Criteria document. U3. Public Health Serv¬ 
ice. National Institute for Occupational 
Safety and Health. Chapter VTII, pg. 6. 1972. 

17. Reeves. A. J H E Puro. R. O. Smith 
and A. J. Vorwald, "Experimental Asbestos 
Carcinogenesis." "Environmental Research." 
4:496-511. 1971. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sees. 501, 502. 701, 52 Slat 1049- 
1051. 1055-1056. as amended: 21 U.8.C. 
351. 352. 371) and under the authority 
delegated to the Commissioner *21 CFR 
2.120). Part 133 Is amended as follows: 

1. By amending 9 133.8 by adding new 
paragraph (J). to read as follows: 

§ 133.8 Production nnd control proce¬ 
dures. 


<J) Use of asbestos-containing or other 
fiber-releasing filters: (1) Filters used 
In the manufacture, processing or pack¬ 
aging of components of drug products 
for parenteral Injection In humans shall 
not release fibers into such products. No 
asbestos-containing or other fiber-re¬ 
leasing filter may be used tn the manu¬ 
facture. processing or packaging of such 
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products unless it is not possible to man¬ 
ufacture that drug product or component 
without the use of such a filter. Filtra¬ 
tion. as needed, shall be through a non¬ 
fiber-releasing filter. For the purposes 
of this regulation a non-fiber-releasing 
filter is defined as a nonasbestos, non¬ 
glass fiber filter which, after any appro¬ 
priate pretreatment such as washing or 
Hushing, will not continue to release 
fibers into the drug product-or compo¬ 
nent which is being filtered A fiber is de¬ 
fined as any particle with length at least 
three times greater than its width. 

(2) If use of a fiber-releasing filter is 
required, an additional non-flbcr-releas- 
lng filter of maximum pore size of 0.22 
microns (0.4S microns if the manufac¬ 
turing conditions so dictate) shall sub¬ 
sequently be used to reduce the content 
of any asbestos-form particles in the 
drug product or component. Use of an 
asbestos-containing filter with or with¬ 
out subsequent use of a specific non- 
flber-relcasing filter is permissible only 
upon submission of proof to the appro¬ 
priate bureau of the Food and Drug Ad¬ 
ministration that use of a non-flber-re- 
1 casing filter will, or Is likely to. 
compromise the safety or electivencss of 
the drug. 

(3) Substitution for a fiber-releasing 
filter shall be achieved on or before Sep¬ 
tember 14. 1976. If such substitution is 
not achieved on or before March 14, 
1976. the manufacturer of the drug prod¬ 
uct for parenteral injection who requires 
the additional 6 months to develop new 
manufacturing procedures so as to uti¬ 
lize non-fiber-relea*»lng filters In plnee of 
fiber-releasing filters shall submit 
monthly reports to the appropriate bu¬ 
reau of the Food and Drug Administra¬ 
tion indlciting progress In substituting 
the new filters. Such a substitution Rhnll 
be shown to have been effected without 
loss of the safety or effectiveness of the 
drug. 

2. By revising 5 133.9 to read as 
follows: 


§ 133.9 Product rontjaincr* and thrir 
component*. 

Suitable specifications, test methods, 
cleaning procedures, and when Indicated, 
sterilization procedures shall be used to 
assure that containers, closures, and 
other component parts of drug packages 
are suitable for their intended use. Con¬ 
tainers for parenteral drugs, drug prod¬ 
ucts or drug components shall be 
cleansed with water which has been fil¬ 
tered through a non-fiber-releasing filter 
equivalent to that indicated in | 133.8*J> 
(2). Product containers and their com¬ 
ponents shall not be reactive, additive, 
or absorptive so as to alter the safety, 
identity, strength, quality, or purity of 
the drug or its components beyond the 
official or established requirements and 
shall provide adequate protection against 
external factors that can cause deterio¬ 
ration or contamination of the drug. 

Effective date. This order shall be ef¬ 
fective April 14, 1975. 
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(Sacs. 601. 502. 701. 52 Stat 1049-1051. K>55- 
1056. a* amend*!; (21 U-S.C. 351. 352, 371)) 

Dated: February 28. 1975. 

A. M. Schmidt, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs . 

|FR Doc.75-0733 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am] 


f Recodlflcation Docket No. 6) 

SU0CHAFTER D—DRUGS FOR HUMAN USE 

PART 436—TESTS AND METHODS OF 
ASSAY OF ANTIBIOTIC AND ANTIBI¬ 
OTIC-CONTAINING DRUGS 

Reorganization and Re publication; 
Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-12338 appearing ab 
page 18921 in the Federal Register of 
May 30. 1974, the heading for g 436 208 
appearing on page 18959 is corrected to 
read 44 5 436.206 Test for metal particles 
in ophthalmic ointments." 

Dated: March II. 1975. 

* 8am D. Fine. 

Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 
IFR Doc 75-6853 Filed 3-13-76;$:45 ami 


. PART 444—OLIGOSACCHARIDE 
ANTIBIOTIC DRUGS 

PART 446—TETRACYCLINE ANTIBIOTIC 
DRUGS 

Otic and Ophthalmic/Otic Preparations 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
Is amending Parts 444 and 446 to delete 
two sections that refer to drugs no longer 
being certified, to delete a section that 
has been superseded, and to amend a 
section to provide for a test method. 

The final order for DESI 8583 et al. 
published in the Federal Register of 
September 19. 1974 <39 FR 33665). re¬ 
voked the provisions for otic use from 
45 444 342g and 446.367c, In addition. It 
amended 5 446.367e by separating It into 
two sections. 6 446.367e for the ophthal¬ 
mic dosage form and a new 5 446.467d for 
the otic dosage form. However, the docu¬ 
ment failed to account for sections de¬ 
scribing products for both eye and ear 
use that appear twice in the regulations, 
as recodified May 30. 1974 <39 FR 18922), 
in the subpart for ophthalmic dosage 
forms and in the subpart for otic dosage 
forms. As a result. Part 444 now con¬ 
tains 5 444.442e that refers to drug prod¬ 
ucts that are no longer being certified. 
Part 446 contains 9 446.467c that refers 
to drug products no longer being cer¬ 
tified and 9 446.467b that has been super¬ 
seded by a new section. Therefore, these 
three sections should be revoked. 

In addition, the amendment to 9 446.- 
367e in the order of September 19. 1974 
Inadvertently omitted the test method 
for sterility. It is provided for below. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Pood, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (secs. 502, 507, 52 8tat. 1050-1051. 
as nmended, 59 Stat. 463. as amended: 
21 U.S.C. 352. 357) and under authority 
delegated to the Commissioner (21 CFR 
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2.120), Chapter I of Title 21 of the Code 
of Federal Regulation* is amended as 
follows: 

g 444.442c [Revoked] 

l.In Part 444, 5 444.442c Neomycin 
sulfate-hydrocortisone acetate eye-ear 
drops; neomycin sulfate-prednisolone 
acetate eye-ear drops 1* revoked. 

2 In Part 446: 

a. In f 446.367c, by redesignating para¬ 
graph (b)(2) as paragraph <b)(3) and 
adding a new paragraph (b)(2) to read 
as follows: 

§ 440.367c Oxyldraryclinc li^druclilo* 
ritle-polymyxin 11 »ulfatr ophthalmic 
ointment. 

• • • • • 
a>> • • • 

(2) Sterility. Proceed as directed In 
I 436.20 of this chapter, using the method 
described in paragraph (e)(3) of that 
section. 

(3) Moisture. Proceed as directed in 
| 436.201 of this chapter. 

g 446.467b [Revoked] 

b. By revoking 5 448.467b Oxytctracy- 
cline hydrochloride-polymyxin D sulfate 
eye and ear ointment. 

§ 446.467c (Revoked) 

c. By revoking § 446.467c Oxytetracy- 
cline hydrochloride-hydrocortisone ace¬ 
tate ophthalmic and otic suspension. 

The Commissioner finds that notice, 
public procedure, and delayed effective 
date are unnecessary for the promulga¬ 
tion of this order since it only provides 
for technical changes and updating of 
these regulations to make them consist¬ 
ent with regulatory action previously 
taken. 

Effective date. This order shall be ef¬ 
fective on March 14.1976. 

(8*r* 602, 607. 62 8tat. 1060-1051. as 

amended. 60 Stat. 463, as amended (21 US C. 
362, 367)) 

Dated: March 11, 1078. 

Mary A. McEniry, 
Assistant to the Director for 
Regulatory Affairs , Bureau of 
Drugs. 

|TO Doc.76-6364 Filed 3-13-75;8:45 am] 


[DBSI Noa 6683. 8674. 0162. 9188, nnd 60206: 
Docket No. FDC-D 677; NDA No. 60 203. 
etc. | 

PART 444—OLIGOSACCHARIDE 
ANTIBIOTIC DRUGS 

PART 446—TETRACYCLINE ANTIBIOTIC 
DRUGS 

PART 448—PEPTIDE ANTIBIOTIC DRUGS 

Otic and Ophthalmic/Otic Preparations; 
Partial Confirmation of Order Revoking 
and Revising Provisions for Certifica¬ 
tion; Stay of Revocation 

An order was published In the Federal 
Register of September 19. 1974 (39 FR 
33665) amending the antibiotic drug 
regulations to revoke the following sec¬ 
tions which provide for certification of 
certain otic and ophthalmic/otic prepa- 
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rations: sections 444.442a. 444.442b. 

444.470a. 446.467a. 446.481. and 448.410. 
The order also amended Parts 444 and 
446 of the antibiotic regulations by 
amending 55 444.341g. 444.452a. 446.367c. 
and 446.367e. and adding a new 
5 446.467d. 

This notice Is to confirm the effective 
date of the order revoking, amending, 
and issuing the above antibiotic certifica¬ 
tion regulations, except that the revoca¬ 
tion of 5 444.442a Ls stayed pending com¬ 
pletion of a review of the objections and 
material submitted pursuant to a request 
for hearing by 8chering Corp.. manu¬ 
facturer of OtobloUc Otic Solution, cer¬ 
tifiable under that section. 

Having received a request for hearing 
from 8chering Corp„ the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs concludes that inso¬ 
far as it pertains to S 444.442a. the 
effective date of the order should be 
stayed in order to allow time for comple¬ 
tion of review of the objections and ma¬ 
terial submitted. When this review is 
completed, the Commissioner will an¬ 
nounce In the Federal Register whether 
or not reasonable grounds have been re¬ 
ceived for the request for hearing. 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 602. 
507, 62 Stat. 1050-1051, as amended. 59 
Stat. 463. as amended; 21 U.S.C. 352, 
357) and under authority delegated to 
the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
(21 CFR 2.120). notice is given that no 
objections were filed to that part of the 
order affecting §5 444 342g, 444.442b, 
444.470a. 444 542a. 446.367c, 446.367e, 
446.467a. 446 467d, 446.481, and 448.410. 
Accordingly, that part of the order pro¬ 
mulgated thereby became effective on 
October 29, 1974, except that those por¬ 
tions applicable to drugs labeled for both 
ophthalmic and otic use became effective 
on December 18. 1974, and the effective 
date of the order is hereby stayed inso¬ 
far as it applies to the revocation of 
5 444.442a of the antibiotic drug regula¬ 
tions pending evaluation of the objec¬ 
tions and request for hearing. 

Dated: March 10.1975. 

Sam D. Fine. 

Associate Commissioner for 
Compliance. 

|FR Doc.76-6736 Filed 3-1^-73:8:46 am) 


Title 23—Highways 

CHAPTER II—HIGHWAY SAFETY PRO¬ 
GRAM STANDARDS. DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

| Docket No. 74-22; Notice 2] 

PART 1214—INCENTIVE GRANT CRITE¬ 
RIA FOR REDUCTION OF STATE AN¬ 
NUAL HIGHWAY FATALITY RATES 

Federal Grants to States 

Tills notice amends Title 23, Code of 
Federal Regulations, by adding a new 
Part 1214 that specifies criteria for 
awarding incentive grants to the States 
that make the most significant progress 
in reducing their annual rate of high¬ 
way fatalities per 100.000,000 miles of 
vehicle travel. This action is taken pur¬ 
suant to section 219 of the Highway 


Safety Act of 1973 (23 U.S.C. 402(j) (2) ), 
which authorises the awarding of fatality 
rate grants and requires the establish¬ 
ment of criteria for that purpose. Pro¬ 
posed criteria were published May 22. 
1974. 39 FR 17979. with a 45-day com¬ 
ment period. Copies of the criteria were 
also sent to the Advisory Commission 
for Intergovernmental Relations. 

After a careful review of all comments 
received to date, the criteria are adopted 
as proposed, except that proposed re¬ 
quirement 5 1214.5(b) has been elim¬ 
inated. Responses to some of the com¬ 
ments are set forth below. 

The comments emphasized several im¬ 
portant general points. First, given the 
wide variation among the States as to 
such factors as population, degree of 
urbanization, and proportions of urban 
and limited access highway miles of 
travel, it is difficult to develop simple, 
objective criteria each of which places 
all States on the same footing. What is 
sought from this action is the selection 
of several criteria which together tend 
to minimize the differences between the 
States and carry out the purposes of sec¬ 
tion 402(J)(2). 

Second, making long-term judgments 
about the criteria is difficult when a list 
of potential grantees ‘for a single year 
only is available. Consequently, as ex¬ 
perience Is gained under the incentive 
program, the criteria will be re-evaluated 
periodically to determine whether any 
amendments are desirable. 

Section 1214.4. As proposed, tills sec¬ 
tion specified that (lat grants equal to 25 
percent of a State's apportionment of 
section 402 funds would be awarded to 
as many eligible States ns possible. Mon¬ 
tana and Tennessee urged that this sec¬ 
tion be amended to establish a sliding 
scale, tying the size of a State's grant to 
the extent of Its fatality rate reduction, 
so that grants could be made to all 
eligible State?. Thh suggestion has not 
been adopted since reducing the amount 
of the grants would reduce their incen¬ 
tive value as well. Furthermore, any pro¬ 
posal for increasing the number of re¬ 
cipient 8tates would be inconsistent with 
the intention underlying section 402(j) 
(2) that grants be given to only the 
States making the most significant pro¬ 
gress in lowering their highway fatality 
rates. 

Section 1214.5(b). Not have a fatality 
increase of a percentage greater than that 
of any national fatality increase. Oregon 
objected to tills requirement on the 
ground that it would handicap the States 
whose population is growing faster than 
the national popul tion. Tennessee 
stated that the change In the rate of fa¬ 
talities per 100.000.000 vehicle miles is a 
more realistic and equitable measure of 
a State's progress in improving highway 
safety than the change in absolute num¬ 
ber of fatilltlcs. The N11T8A and FHWA 
agree with thc*:e commrnti and, accord¬ 
ingly. have decided to eliminate proposed 
requirement (b). 

Section 1214 5(c). Have a fatality rate 
for the base calendar year not greater 
than one-half the national fatality rate 
for such year. Idn ho, Minnesota, Missis¬ 
sippi. Montana, and Oregon urged that 
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tliis requirement be eliminated, for the 
reason that only small States with a high 
proportion of urban miles of travel could 
satisfy it. The requirement is Intended to 
give recognition to States that maintain 
exceptionally low fr tallty rates and man¬ 
age to reduce their rates even further. 
While small 8tate3 may have a better 
chance than other States to achieve such 
a rate, no State can do so easily. As 
shown in the table of preliminary data 
in the notice of proposed rulemaking, 
only a single State would have succeeded 
in meeting the requirement for fiscal year 
1974. Final data showed that no State 
would have succeeded. Since It appears 
that not many States will satisfy the re¬ 
quirement In the future, it will probably 
not confer a significant practical advan¬ 
tage upon any State. 

Michigan and the American Mutual In¬ 
surance Alliance (AMIA) suggested that 
the requirement was too stringent and 
urged that a substantially higher figure 
be adopted (AM1A), or that the States 
with the lowest rate:* be made eligible 
(Michigan). The effect of either of these 
suggestions would be to enable some 
States to satisfy proposed requirement 
(c) automatically. This would be Incon¬ 
sistent with the purpose of proposed re¬ 
quirement (c), which is to afford States 
that have traditionally achieved low fa¬ 
tality rates a unique opportunity to qual¬ 
ify for an incentive grant through addi¬ 
tional effort. Accordingly, the NHTSA 
and FHWA found It desirable to leave the 
fraction in proposed requirement (c) un¬ 
changed. 

Section 1214.5(d). Have a fatality rate 
reduction of a percentage not less than 
10 percent greater than that of any na¬ 
tional fatality rate reduction. California 
and New York commented that since the 
fatality rate reductions of the several 
most highly populated 8tntes were sig¬ 
nificantly determinative of the national 
rate reduction, such States would have 
a particularly difficult time trying to ex¬ 
ceed the national rate reduction by 10 
percent. While there may be some merit 
In this comment, the table in the notice 
of proposed rubmaking showed that 
Pennsylvania, Illinois, and Ohio, the 
third, fifth, and sixth most highly-popu¬ 
lated States, respectively, would have 
satisfied proposed requirement (d) for 
fiscal year 1974. In view of these results 
and of the mandate in section 402(J) (2) 
that grants be given to only those States 
that mftke the most significant progress 
in reducing their fatality rates, this re¬ 
quirement has been left unchanged. 

Section 1214.$. For the same reasons 
that Montana objected to proposed 
5 1214.5* c). It also opposed ranking 
States that meet that subsection above 
States that satisfy proposed I 1214.5(d). 
This system of ranking Is appropriate, 
however, since a State will have to 
achieve an exceptional level of sustained 
performance and continue to reduce its 
fatality rate In order to meet proposed 
8 1214.5(c). Further. 8 1214.6 will not 
cause any significant practical disad¬ 
vantage to States unable to meet pro¬ 
posed 8 1214.5(c), since it appears cer¬ 


tain that only a few States will satisfy 
that subsection. 

The notice of proposed rulemaking in¬ 
vited suggestions for overcoming the 
problems of developing and gathering 
the data necessary for the participation 
of the Indian reservations in the incen¬ 
tive program. However, no suggestions 
were received, and no solutions have 
been devised up to this time. Accordingly, 
the Indian reservations will not be able 
to participate in the program for the 
present. If any suggestions are received 
In the future, they will be carefully con¬ 
sidered. 

In consideration of the foregoing. 23 
CFR Chapter II. Subchapter B, is hereby 
amended, by adding a new Part 1214, 
Incentive Grant Criteria for Reduction 
of State Annual Highway Fatality Rates, 
effective March 14.1975. 

Issued on March 6.1975. 

NorbertT. Tiemawh. 

Administrator . 

Federal Highway Administration . 

James B. Gregory. 
Administrator. National High - 
way Traffic Safety Administration. 

86C. 

1214.1 Scope. 

1214.2 Purpose. 

1214.3 Definitions. 

1314.4 Award procedures. 

1214.5 Eligibility requirement*. 

1214 fl Ranking of the eligible 8Ute*. 

1214.7 Calculation of a State’s vehicle miles 

of travel, fatalities, and fatality 
rate. 

1214.8 Calculation of the national vehicle 

mtlea of travel, fatalities, and 
fatality rate. 

AuTMoarrr: Sec. 219. Pub. L. 93-87. 87 
Stat. 290. 23 US.C. 402(J): and delegation 
of authority at 49 CFR 1.48 and 1JS1. 

§ 1214.1 Scope. 

This part establishes criteria. In ac¬ 
cordance with 23 U.S.C. 402(J)(2). for 
the awarding of Incentive grants to 
States that make the most significant 
progress In reducing their annual high¬ 
way fatality rates. 

§ 1214*2 Purpose* 

The purpose of this part is to encour¬ 
age the States to develop and implement 
effective measures for reducing their 
highway fatalities* 

§ 1214.3 Definitions* 

(a) “Base calendar year** means the 
calendar year immediately and fully pre¬ 
ceding a fiscal year for which grants are 
made under this part. 

<b) “Fatality rate reduction" means 
a decrease in the fatality rate for the 
base calendar year relative to the fatality 
rate for the 4 preceding calendar years. 

§ 1214.4 A word procedure*. 

For each fiscal year, beginning wfth 
fiscal year 1975, for which funds are au¬ 
thorized for implementation of 23 U.8.C. 
402(J)(2), grants of 25 percent of a 
State's apportionment of highway safety 
funds under 23 UB.C. 402 will be made 
to the States eligible under 8 1214.5 in the 
order of their ranking pursuant to 


8 1214.6. Such grants will be made until 
all eligible States have received a grant 
or until there are insufficient funds to 
award a 25 percent grant to the State 
with the next highest ranking. That 
State will be granted the balance of tho 
funds* 

§1214.3 Eligibility requirement*. 

To be eligible for an incentive grant 
under this part, a State shall satisfy the 
requirements specified in paragraph (a) 
of tills section and. If there is a national 
fatality rate reduction, either paragraph 

(b) or paragraph (c>, of this section. 
Calculations of vehicle miles of travel, 
fatalities, and fatality rate will be made 
as specified In 88 1214.7 and 1214.8. An 
eligible State shall— 

(a) Have a fatality rate reduction; 
and. If there Is a national fatality rate 
reduction, cither 

(b) Have a fatality rate for the base 
calendar year not greater than one-half 
the national fatality rate for such year; 
or 

(c) Have a fatality rate reduction of 
a percentage not less than 10 percent 
greater than that of the national fatal¬ 
ity rate reduction* 

§ 1214.6 Ranking of flic eligible State*. 

(a) When there is no national fatality 
rate reduction— 

(1) The States that satisfy 8 1214.5 (a) 
and (b> will be initially ranked In as¬ 
cending order of their fatality rates for 
the base calendar year. 

(2) After the ranking specified in par¬ 
agraph (a)(1) of this section is com¬ 
pleted. the States that satisfy 8 1214.5(a), 
but not (b). will be appended to the 
ranking in descending order of their 
fatality rate reductions. 

(b) When there is a national fatality 
rate reduction— 

(1) The States that satisfy 8 1214.5 (a) 
and <b> will be initially ranked In as¬ 
cending order of their fatality rates for 
the base calendar year. 

(2) After the ranking specified In 
paragraph (b)(1) of this section Is com¬ 
pleted. the 8tates that satisfy 8 1214.5 
(a) and (c). but not (b), will be ap¬ 
pended to the ranking In descending or¬ 
der of their fatality rate reductions. 

§ 1214.7 Calculation of a State** vehicle 
miles of travel, faUlitlea, and fatality 
rate* 

A State's vehicle miles of travel, fatali¬ 
ties. and fatality rate will be calculated 
In accordance with the following pro¬ 
cedures. 

(a) Calculate the State's vehicle miles 
of travel and determine its highway 
fatalities for the base calendar year and 
for each of the 4 preceding calendar 
years using the data submitted by the 
State, as of the October 1 immediately 
following the base calendar year. In ac¬ 
cordance with the latest revision of "In¬ 
structions for Reporting Highway Traffic 
and Accidents," issued by the Federal 
Highway Administration on January 26. 
1968. 

<b> Calculate the State's fatality rate 
for the base calendar year by dividing 
the State's highway fatalities for such 
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year by the number of vehicle miles of 
travel in the State for such year and 
multiplying the result by 100,000,000. 

(c) Calculate the State's fatality rate 
for the 4 preceding calendar years by 
dividing the sum of the State's fatalities 
for such years by the sum of the vehicle 
miles of travel in the State during such 
years and multiplying the result by 
100 . 000 , 000 . 

<d> Calculate the State's fatality rate 
reduction percentage by dividing the re¬ 
duction by the State's fatality rate for 
the 4 preceding calendar years and 
multiplying the result by 100. 

§ 1214.8 Calculation of tltc national ve¬ 
hicle miles of travel, fatalities, and 
fatality rate. 

The national vehicle miles of travel, 
fatalities, and fatality rate will be cal¬ 
culated in accordance with the pro¬ 
cedures specified in section 1214.7, ex¬ 
cept that the vehicle miles of travel and 
fatality data will be those of all the 
States. 

|FR Doc.75-0777 Filed 3-13-76.8:43 am) 


Title 29—Labor 

CHAPTER V—WAGE AND HOUR DIVISION, 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

PART 529—EMPLOYMENT OF PATIENT 

WORKERS IN HOSPITALS AND INSTI¬ 
TUTIONS AT SUBMINIMUM WAGES 

Extension of Period for Timely Filing of 
Applications 

On February 7, 1975, regulations. 29 
CFR Part 529, which govern the employ¬ 
ment at subminimum wages under the 
Fair Labor Standards Act (52 Stat. 1062, 
os amended; <29 UB.C. 214)) of patients 
in hospitals and institutions primarily 
engaged in the residential care of the 
sick, the aged, or mentally ill or defective 
were published in the Federal Register 
(40 FR 5775-5779). The effective date of 
the patient worker regulations is Feb¬ 
ruary 7,1975. 

An extension of the date for submis¬ 
sion of applications was granted through 
March 9. 1975, permitting the employ¬ 
ment of patient workers at subminimum 
wages in hospitals and Institutions with¬ 
out certificates. Because of administra¬ 
tive difficulties such as printing the reg¬ 
ulations and distributing the regulations, 
applications, and instructions, there will 
be insufficient time for hospitals and in¬ 
stitutions to file applications and for 
these applications to be acted upon by 
the Wage and Hour Division by March 9. 
1975. Therefore, an application received 
In the appropriate Regional Office of the 
Wage and Hour Division by April 1, 1975 
will be considered timely filed, permitting 
on February 7, 1975, the employment of 
patient workers at subminimum wages 
proposed In the application by the hospi¬ 
tal or Institution without certificate. TTils 
allowance is conditional upon: (a) Com¬ 
pliance with the provisions of Part 529; 
and (b) Provision for the payment of 
back wages to patient workers if a cer¬ 
tificate is denied or the minimum wage 
set In the certificate is higher than that 
paid by the hospital or institutions. 


(Sec. 14. 62 8tat. 1083, as amended; (29 VJS.C. 
214); Reorganization Plan No. 0 of I960 (3 
CFR 1945-53 Comp. p. 1004); Secretary’s 
Order No. 13-71 (36 FR 3755). and Employ¬ 
ment Standards Orders 1-74 (39 FR 33341)) 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 7th 
of March. 1975. 

Bernard E. Delury. 

Assistant Secretary for 
Employment Standards. 

I FR Doc.75-6742 Plied 3-13-76;3:43 am] 


PART 701—NEWLY COVERED EMPLOY¬ 
MENT IN PUERTO RICO OTHER THAN 
GOVERNMENT WORKERS 

Wage Order; Correction 

In the Wage Order for Part 701 regard¬ 
ing newly covered employment In Puerto 
Rico other than government workers 
published in the Federal Register dated 
September 4. 1974, (39 FR 32027) there 
was inadvertently omitted at page 32028 
In 1701.2 paragraph (eXIXiv) which 
provides for the classification and wage 
rates of ticket takers, porters and other 
employees in third class theaters as rec¬ 
ommended by Industry Committee No. 
123-B. Corrections in the dates of in¬ 
creases are also made in the same section 
at page 32028 paragraph (c) (1) till). 

As corrected i 701.2 reads as follows: 

§701.2 Wage rales. 


(e) Third class theaters. <!)••• 
(ill) Box office cashiers , assistant mo - 
tion picture projectionists and assistant 
managers. (A) The minimum wage for 
this classification is $1.15 an hour. There¬ 
after, this rate is subject to the automatic 
increases provided by section 6(a)(2) 
(B) of the Act. Accordingly, the mini¬ 
mum rate will be $1.27 an hour effective 
May 1, 1975; $1.39 an hour effective May 
1, 1976; $1.51 an hour effective May 1, 
1977; $1.66 an hour effective May 1. 1978; 
$1.81 an hour effective May 1.1979: $1.96 
an hour effective May 1. 1980; $2.11 an 
hour effective May 1.1981; $2.26 an hour 
effective May 1, 1982 and $2.30 an hour 
effective May 1.1983. 

(iv) Ticket takers . porters and other 
employees. (A) The minimum rate for 
this classification is $1.14 an hour. There¬ 
after. this rate is subject to the auto¬ 
matic increases provided by section 
6(a)(2)(B) of the Act. Accordingly the 
minimum rate will be $1.26 an hour effec¬ 
tive May 1. 1975: $1.38 an hour effective 
May 1.1976; $1.50 an hour effective May 
1. 1977; $1.65 an hour effective May 1, 
1978; $1.80 an hour effective May 1. 1979; 
$1.95 an hour effective May 1. 1980 ; $2.10 
an hour effective May 1, 1981; $2.25 an 
hour effective May 1, 1982; and $2.30 an 
hour effective May 1. 1983. 

8 igned at Washington. D.C., this 7th 
day of March 1975. 

Warren D. Landis, 

Acting Administrator . 

Wage and Hour Division. 

|PR Doc.75-6743 Filed 3-13-75;8:46 am] 


CHAPTER XVII—OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY 

AND HEALTH ADMINISTRATION, DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF LABOR 

PART 1952—APPROVED STATE PLANS 

FOR ENFORCEMENT OF STATE STAND¬ 
ARDS 

Approval of Supplements to Arizona Plan 

1. Background. Part 1953 of Title 29, 
Code of Federal Regulations, prescribes 
procedures under section 18 of the Occu¬ 
pational 8ftfety and Health Act of 1970 
(29 U.8.C. 667) (hereinafter referred to 
as the Act) for the review of changes 
and progress in the development and im¬ 
plementation of State plans which have 
been approved In accordance with sec¬ 
tion 18(0 of the Act and Part 1902 of 
this chapter. On November 5, 1975 a 
notice was published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister <39 FR 39037) concerning the ap¬ 
proval of the Arizona plan and of the 
adoption of Subpart CC of Part 1952 con¬ 
taining the decision of approval. On Jan¬ 
uary 6, 1975, the State of Arizona sub¬ 
mitted supplements to the plan involving 
a developmental change (sec Subpart B 
of 29 CFR Part 1953) and a State- 
lnlti ated change (see Subpart E of 29 
CFR Part 1953). 

2. Description of the supplements. The 
decision approving the Arizona plan In¬ 
corporated a developmental schedule 
setting forth time frames for the com¬ 
pletion of various developmental steps. 
Among other things, the schedule pro¬ 
vides for the commencement of the en¬ 
forcement of standards, promulgation 
of standards and regulations, and the 
finalizing of Inter-agency agreements by 
January 1, 1975. The State has experi¬ 
enced some unforeseen delays In hiring 
safety and health personnel which. In 
turn, delayed the scheduled training pro¬ 
gram for such personnel. Accordingly, 
in order to be assured of sufficiently 
staffed and trained personnel, the State 
has changed Its plan implementation 
date from January 1, 1975. to March 1. 
1975. 

The promulgation date for regulations 
and standards and the date for finalizing 
inter-agency agreements have likewise 
been changed from January 1. 1975 to 
March 1. 1975, In order to correspond 
with the revised date for the commence¬ 
ment of plan operations. 

In addition, the State will be entering 
into inter-agency agreements with three 
instead of five agencies os originally in¬ 
tended. The Industrial Commission will 
not be entering into an agreement with 
the Board of Pesticide Control since the 
Assistant Secretary of Labor for Occu¬ 
pational Safety and Health (hereinafter 
referred to as the Assistant Secretary) 
revoked his standards concerning em¬ 
ployee exposure to pesticides (39 FR 
28878, August 12, 1974). The Industrial 
Commission also will not be entering into 
an inter-agency agreement with the 
State Mine Inspector on the basis that 
the State interprets section 23-402 of the 
Arizona Revised Statutes as prohibiting 
the Industrial Commission from apply* 
lng the Arizona Occupational Safety and 
Health Act to mining operations. 
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3. Location of the plan and Us sup¬ 
plement for Inspection and copping. A 
copy of the plan and its supplements may 
be inspected and copied during normal 
business hours at the following locations: 
Office of the Associate Assistant Secre¬ 
tary for Regional Programs. Occupa¬ 
tional Safety and Health Administration. 
Room 850. 1726 M Street NW.. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20210: Office of the Assistant 
Regional Director. Occupational Safety 
aud Health Administration, Room 0410. 
Federal Office Budding. 450 Golden Gate 
Avenue. San Francisco. California 95814; 
Division of Occupational Safety and 
Health. Industrial Commission of Ari¬ 
zona. P.O Box 19070.1601 West Jefferson 
Street. Phoenix. Arizona 85005. 

4. Public participation. Under I 1953,2 
of this chapter and 5 U S.C. 553(b)(3) 
(B). the Assistant Secretary may pre¬ 
scribe alternative procedures to expedite 
the review process or for any other good 
cause which miy be consistent with ap¬ 
plicable law. The Assistant Secretary 
finds that public comment is impractica¬ 
ble since the time frames proposed are to 
go into effect before the thirty day pe¬ 
riod for public comment would expire. 
Accordingly, it is found that further pub¬ 
lic comment Is unnecessary. 

5. Decision. After careful considera¬ 
tion. the Arizona plan supplement out¬ 
lined above is approved under Part 1953. 
This decision Incorporates the require¬ 
ments of the Act end Implementing regu¬ 
lations applicable to State plans gen¬ 
erally. In addition. Subpart CC of 29 
CFR Part 1952 is amended to reflect the 
changes in the Arizona developmental 
schedule. Accordingly. Subpart CC of 
Part 1952 is amended as follows: 

8 1*)S2«353 Devrloptncnlal schedule. 

• • • • • 

(b) The formulation and approval of 
inter-agency agreements with the Ari¬ 
zona Atomic Energy Commission, the 
State Health Department and the Ari¬ 
zona Corporation Commission by March 

1. 1975. 

<c> The promulgation of standards. ’ 
variance regulations, regulations for in¬ 
spections. citations and proposed penal¬ 
ties and regulations concerning review 
procedures by March 1. 1975. 

<d> The promulgation of recordkeep¬ 
ing regulations by March 1.1975. but full 
Implementation of these regulations will 
not be until July 1,1976. 


<8*c*. 8(g)(2). 18. Pub L £>1-596. 84 BtaL 
1600. 1608 ( 29 UB C. 657(g)(2). 667)). 

Signed at Washington. DC., this 7th 
day of March 1975. 

Jo inf Stendkr. 
Assistant Secretary of Labor. 
fTO Doc.75-6740 FIIkI $-13 75:8:45 am) 


Title 37—Patents, Trademar k s, and 
Copyrights 

CHAPTER I—PATENT AND TRADEMARK 
OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

PART 1—RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT 
CASES 

Interference Practice 

On August 22. 1974, notice of proposed 
rulemaking regarding the revision of 
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44 1.125. 1.231(c), 1.247(c), 1.251 (a) (b) 
and (c). 1.253 and 1.277(b) of Title 37, 
Code of Federal Regulations, dealing 
with testimony requirements in inter¬ 
ferences, was published In the Federal 
Register (39 FR 30358). Interested per¬ 
sons were given until November 15. 1974 
to submit written comments and sugges¬ 
tions. Full and careful consideration was 
given to all written comments received, 
in consequence of which the text of the 
original proposal has been modified in 
several instances. 

In consideration of the comments re¬ 
ceived and pursuant to the authority 
contained in section 6 of the Act of July 
19. 1952. as amended (85 Stat. 364: 35 
UB.C. 6). Part 1 of Title 37. Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations, is hereby amended as 
follows: 

1. Section 1.225 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1*225 Failure of jurttrr party to file 
statements or to overcome filing date 
of senior party. 

If a junior party to an Interference 
fails to fUe a pre liminar y statement, or 
if his statement fails to overcome the 
effective filing date of the application of 
another party, judgment on the record 
will be entered against such junior party 
unless he has filed a proper motion under 
4 1.231, within the time set for such mo¬ 
tions. seeking some action in the inter¬ 
ference. If such motion has been timely 
filed but does not result In action in the 
Interference which removes the basis for 
a judgment on the record, such judgment 
will be entered unless the motion related 
to a matter which may be reviewed at 
Anal hearing under 9 1.258. and within 
30 days of the decision denying his mo¬ 
tion, or a later time set by the patent in¬ 
terference examiner, the junior party 
concerned requests that final hearing be 
set to review such matter. Also, such a 
Junior party may within such 30 day 
period, or time set, request a final hear¬ 
ing to review such a matter raised by his 
opposition to a motion under 4 1.231 (a) 
(2), (3). (4), or (5) which was granted 
over his opposition. Such a junior party 
will not be permitted to take testimony 
except on granting of a motion accom¬ 
panied by a showiifg of good cause, which 
should normally Include names of pro¬ 
posed witnesses and affidavits or declara¬ 
tions by them giving their expected testi¬ 
mony. 

2. In 4 1.231, paragraph (c) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1.231 Motions before the primary ex¬ 
aminer. 

• ♦ • • • 

(c) A motion to amend under para¬ 
graph (a)(2) of this section or to sub¬ 
stitute another application or declare 
an additional interference under para¬ 
graph (a)(3) of this section must be 
accompanied by an amendment adding 
claims corresponding to the proposed 
counts to the application concerned If 
such claims are not already In that ap¬ 
plication. The motion must also request 
the benefit of a prior application as pro¬ 
vided for under paragraph (a)(4) of this 
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section If the party concerned expects 
to be accorded such benefit. 


3. In 4 1*247, paragraph (c) Is revised 
to read as follows: 

g 1.247 Service of papers. 

• • • • • 

(c) Certified transcripts of testimony 
under 4 1*276 (but copies of the testimony 
must be served (f 1.253(a))). 

• • • • • 

4. In 4 1*251. paragraphs (a), <b) and 
(c> are revised to read as fallows: 

§ 1.231 Assignment of times for discov¬ 
ery and taking testimony. 

(a) Subject to the exception provided 
in paragraph (c) of this section, a period 
for preparation for testimony will be set 
In which all parties should complete dis¬ 
covery and other preparatory activities, 
except for service by the senior party re¬ 
quired by 9 1.287(a)(1) which is gov¬ 
erned by 4 1*287(a) (2) (ill). 

(b) Subject to the exception provided 
In paragraph (c) of this section, times 
will be assigned in which the Junior party 
shall complete his testimony In chier, 
and in which the other party shall com¬ 
plete the testimony on his side, and a 
further time In which the Junior party 
may take rebutting testimony, but he 
shall take no other testimony. If there be 
more than two parties to the interfer¬ 
ence. the times for taking testimony will 
be so arranged that each shall have an 
opportunity to prove his cose against 
prior parties and to rebut their evidence, 
and also to meet the evidence of Junior 
parties. If a senior party fails to file a 
preliminary statement, or expressly 
elects, to rely solely on his effective filing 
date, he will be assigned only a time for 
taking rebuttal testimony, and no junior 
party will be assigned a time for taking 
rebuttal testimony unless another junior 
party senior to him is assigned a time 
for taking testimony in chief. But, sub¬ 
ject to the conditions imposed upon 
junior parties by 4 1*225. such senior 
party may be assigned a period for taking 
testimony concerning a matter raised 
by a motion under 4 1.231. 

(c) Times for preparation of testi¬ 
mony, for compliance with 4 1.287(a) 
and for taking of testimony will ordi¬ 
narily be assigned In notices sent to the 
parties after motions under 9 1.231 have 
been disposed of or. if no such motions 
have been filed, after the close of the 
motion period (4 1231). Such times will 
not normally be assigned for a junior 
party who falls to file a preliminary 
statement or whose preliminary state¬ 
ment fails to overcome the effective filing 
date of the senior party. (See } 1-225). 


5. Section 1.253 Is revised to read as 
follows: 

S 1*253 Copies of the testimony. 

(a) In addition to the certified trans¬ 
script of the testimony (|4 1.275 to 1.278) 
or executed copies of affidavits or stipu¬ 
lated testimony or facts <4 1*272). and 
the exhibits, three true copies of the 
testimony of each party must be filed 
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for the use of the Office (a total of four 
copies), and one true copy must be 88rved 
upon each of the opposing parties. Only 
one set of exhibits need be filed in the 
Office. 

(b) These copies of the testimony may 
be submitted either in printed or in type¬ 
written form. 

(c) These copies, whether printed or 
typewritten, must include the testimony 
presented by the party filing the same, 
a copy of the counts of the interference, 
an index of the names of the witnesses, 
giving the pages where their examination 
and cross-examination begin, and an In¬ 
dex of the exhibits, briefly describing 
their nature and giving the pages at 
which they are introduced and offered in 
evidence. The pages must be serially 
numbered throughout the entire record 
of testimony and the names of the wit¬ 
nesses must appear at the top of the 
pages over their testimony. 

<d) The copies of the testimony for 
all parties must be filed and served on 
the opposing parties by the date specified 
in the order setting times for taking 
testimony or such extensions as may be 
granted. 

<e) When the copies of the testimony 
are submitted in printed form, they shall 
be printed in 11-point type and ade¬ 
quately leaded; the paper must be opaque 
and unglazcd: the size of the page shall 
be 7% by lOV* inches <19.4 by 28 cm.): 
the size of the printed matter shall be 
4ft by 7ft inches <10.8 by 18.2 cm.); and 
they shall be bound to lie flat when 
opened. Twenty-five additional copies 
for the United States Court of Customs 
and Patent Appeals, should appeal be 
taken, may also be filed; if no such ap¬ 
peal be taken, the twenty-five copies will 
be returned to the party filing them. 

<f> When the copies of the testimony 
are submitted in typewritten form, they 
must be clearly legible on opaque, un- 
glazed, durable paper approximately 8ft 
by 11 inches <21.8 by 27.9 cm.) in size 
(letter size) and one of the three copies 
must be a ribbon copy, but need not be 
executed by the certifying officer. (The 
certified transcript may be a properly 
executed carbon copy. See | 1.277.) The 
typing shall be on one side of the paper, 
in not smaller than pica-type: and 
double-spaced with a margin of lft 
Inches (3.8 cm.) on the left-hand side of 
the page. The sheets shall be bound at 
their left edges, in such manner to lie 
flat when opened, in a volume or volumes 
of convenient size (approximately 100 
pages per volume is suggested) provided 
with covers. Documentary exhibits 
should not be included In bound volumes 
of testimony. Multi graphed or otherwise 
reproduced copies conforming to the 
standards specified will be accepted. 

(g) The testimony of any party falling 
to supply copies thereof as specified may 
be refused consideration. 

8. In 9 1.277, paragraph <b) is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1.277 Form of deposition. 

• • • • • 

<b) In order to have a ribbon copy of 
the testimony available as required by 
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I 1.253(f), a carbon copy of the deposi¬ 
tion may be executed by the witnesses 
and the officer and filed as required by 
9 1.276. 


Effective date . These amendments 
shall become effective on May 1,1975 and 
will apply to those interferences in which 
times for testimony are set on and after 
that date. 

Dated: February 27,1975. 

C. Marshall Dank. 

Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 

Approved: 

Betsy A ncker-Johnson. 

Assistant Secretary for Science 
and Technology. 

|PR Doc.75-8782 Filed 3-13 75;8:46 am) 

Title 40—Protection of Environment 

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA¬ 
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Deferral of Certain Compliance Schedule 
Dates 

Correction 

PR Doc. 75-272 appearing at page 
1126, in the issue of Monday, January 6. 
1975, was incorrectly placed in the No¬ 
tices Section under the heading. “Stage n 
Vapor Recovery Regulations". It should 
have appeared in the Rules and Regula¬ 
tions Section with the headings reading 
as set forth above. 


SUBCHAPTEft E—PESTICIDE PROGRAMS 

(FRL 345 2; OPP-00008) 

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND EXEMP 
TIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTI¬ 
CIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL COMMODITIES 

Picloram; Correction 

In FR Doc. 75-3699 appearing on page 
6340 in the issue for Tuesday. Febru¬ 
ary 11. 1975, the title for 5 180.292 should 
be changed to read "I 180.292 Picloram. 
tolerances for residues." 

Dated: March 10,1975. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 
Acting Deputy Assistant Admin¬ 
istrator for Pesticide Pro- 
, grams. 

(PRDoc.75-8814 Filed 3-13-75;8 45 am) 


(FRL 344-1; OPP-00007J 

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND EXEMP¬ 
TIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTI¬ 
CIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL COMMODITIES 

4-Amino*6-(l,l dimethy1^thyf)-3-<methyi- 
thio)-l,2,4-triazln*5(4H)-one; Correction 

In FR Doc. 75-1552 appearing on page 
2803 in the issue for Thursday, Janu¬ 
ary 16, 1975. the title for I 180.332 should 
be changed to read. "I 180.332 4-Amino- 
6-(1,1 - dimethyl-ethyl) -3-<rocthylthk>) - 


l,2.4-triazin-5<4H>-onc; tolerances for 
residues". 

Dated: March 7. 1975. 

Dr. Leonard R. Axelrod, 
Acting Deputy Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator for Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams. 

|FR Doc.75-6863 Filed 3-13-76;8:45 am) 


SUBCHAPTER N—EFFLUENT GUIDELINES 
AND STANDARDS 

(FRL 345-1) 

PART 432—MEAT PRODUCTS AND REN¬ 
DERING PROCESSING POINT SOURCE 

CATEGORY 

Guidelines and Standards; Corrections 

In FR Doc. 75-2 appearing on pages 
902 through 911 in the Issue of January 
3,1975, make the following changes: 

1. In 9 432.63, at page 906, the maxi¬ 
mum for any one day limitation for am¬ 
monia was omitted: the limitation for 
ammonia should be 8.0 mg A 

2. In 9 432.102(a). at page 910, In both 
the English and metric units portion of 
the table, the maximum for any one day 
limitations for BOD5 and TSS now read 
0.30 for BOD5 and 0.40 for TSS re¬ 
spectively; the limitations should be 0 34 
for BOD5 and 0.42 for TSS. 

Dated: March 10.1975. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator. 

(FR Doc.75-8813 Filed 3-13-75:8:46 am) 


Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries 

CHAPTER 1—UNITED STATES FISH AND 

WILDLIFE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF 

THE INTERIOR 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
PART 2—FIELD ORGANIZATION 
Standard Regions Program 

Pursuant to the authority granted by 
5 UB.C. 301 and Part 242 of the Depart¬ 
mental Manual. 9 2.2 is amended to re¬ 
flect the establishment of the Denver 
Regional Office and realignment of cer¬ 
tain States to conform to the Standard 
Federal Regions program. Since Port 2 
consists of rules of agency organization 
and this amendment will be of benefit to 
the public, the relevant provisions of 5 
U.S.C. *553 requiring notice of proposed 
rulemaking, opportunity for public par¬ 
ticipation and delay In effective date are 
inapplicable. 

Effective date. This amendment is 
effective March 14.1975. 

8ectlon 2.2 is amended to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 2.2 l/>ralioo9 of regional or area 
office*. 

The geographic Jurisdictions and ad¬ 
dresses of the U.8. Fish and Wildlife 
Service regional offices and the Alaska 
Area Office arc as follows: 

(a) Alaska Area Office (comprising the 
State of Alaska), 813 D Street, Anchor¬ 
age, Alaska 99501. 
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(b) Portland Regional Office (Region 
1—comprising the States of California. 
Hawaii. Idaho. Nevada. Oregon, and 
Washington) 1500 N.EL Irving Street 
Post Office Box 3737. Portland, Oregon 
97208. 

(c) Albuquerque Regional Office (Re¬ 
gion 2—comprising the States of Arizona, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas) 500 
Oold Avenue. SW.. Albuquerque. New 
Mexico 87i02. 

(d) Twin Cities Regional Office (Re¬ 
gion 3—comprising the States of Illinois. 
Indiana. Michigan, Minnesota. Ohio, and 
Wisconsin) Federal Building. Fort Snel- 
ling. Twin Cities, Minnesota 55111. 

<e) Atlanta Regional Office (Region 
4—comprising: (1) the States of Ala¬ 
bama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana. Mississippi, korth 
Carolina. South Carolina, and Tennes¬ 
see: and (2) Puerto Rico and the Virgin 
Islands) 17 Executive Park Drive, NE.. 
Atlanta, Georgia 30329. 

<f> Boston Regional Office (Region 5— 
comprising: (1) the States of Connect¬ 
icut, Delaware, Maine. Maryland, Massa¬ 
chusetts. New Hampshire, New Jersey. 
New York. Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. 
Vermont, Virginia, and West Virginia: 
and (2) the District of Columbia) John 
W. McCormack Post Office and Court¬ 
house. Boston, Massachusetts 02109. 

(g) Denver Regional Office (Region 6— 
comprising the States of Colorado. Iowa. 
Kansas. Missouri. Montana, Nebraska. 
North Dakota. South Dakota. Utah, and 
Wyoming) 10597 West Sixth Avenue. 
Lakewood. Colorado 80215. 

Frederick N. White, Jr. # 

Acting Director, 

U S. Fish and Wildlife Sendee. 

March 7. 1975. 

(PR Doc .78-0730 Piled 3-13-78;8:46 am] 


PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Arrowwood National Wiki life Refuge, 
North Dakota 

The following special regulation Is is¬ 
sued and is effective March 14,1975. 

§ 33.S Special regulation*: *j*ort fish¬ 
ing. for Individual wildlife refuge 
area*. 

North Dakota 

ARROWWOOD NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Sport fishing on the Arrowwood Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Refuge. North Dakota, is 
permitted only on the areas designated 
by signs as open to fishing. These open 
areas comprising 1,550 acres arc delin¬ 
eated on maps available at the refuge 
headquarters and from the office of the 
Regional Director. U.S. Kish and Wild¬ 
life Service, P.O. Box 25486, Denver Fed¬ 
eral Center. Denver. Colorado 80225. 
Sport fishing shall be in accordance with 
all applicable State regulations subject 
to the following special conditions: 

(1) The open season for sport fishing 
on the refuge shall extend from May 3. 
1975 to September 15. 1975. daylight 
hours only. 

(2) The use of boats with motors is 
prohibited. 

The provisions of these special regu¬ 
lations supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which arc set forth in Title 50. 
Part 33, and are effective through Sep¬ 
tember 15,1975. 

James W. Matthews, 
Refuge Manager , Arrowwood 
National Wildlife Refuge , 

Pingree , North Dakota $8476. 

March 7. 1975. 

(PR Doc 78-6731 Piled 8-18-78:8:45 am) 


PART 33—SPORT FISHING 

Red Rock Lakes National Wildlife Refuge, 
Montana 

Tiie following special regulations arc 
issued and are effective March 14, 1975. 

$ 33.5 Special regulation*; *port fith¬ 
ing, for individual wildlife rrfugc 
area*. 

• Montana 

RED ROCK LAKES NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Sport fishing is permitted as pasted 
from June 21 through November 30,1975. 
All areas open to fishing are delineated 
on a map available at refuge Head- 
Quarters and from the office of the Area 
Manager. Ufl. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
711 Central Avenue, Billings, Montana 
59102. Area closed the entire year Include 
Upper and Lower Red Rock Lakes, River- 
marsh and Shanbow Pond. 

Sport fishing shall be in accordance 
with all applicable State regulations sub¬ 
ject to the foliowring special conditions: 
(1) Boats with motors prohibited. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which arc set forth in Title 50. 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33. 
and are effective through December 31. 
1975. 

B. D. 6troops. 

Refuge Manager . Red Rock Lakes 
National Wildlife Refuge. 

March 7. 1975. 

(PR Doc.75-6729 Piled 8-13-75:8:46 an| 
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proposed rules 


This section of tho FEDERAL REGISTER contain* notice* to th« public of the proposed Issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 
these notices Is to give Interested persons an opportunity to participate In the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
National Park Service 
[ 36 CFR Part 7 ] 

GRAND CANYON NATIONAL PARK, 
ARIZONA 

Designation of Snowmobile Routes 

Notice ts hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 3 
ol the Act of August 25. 1916 (39 Stat. 
535. as amended; 16 U.8.C. 3). section 2 
of the Act of February 26. 1919 (40 Stat 
1177; 16 U.8.C. 222). section 2 of the Act 
of February 25. 1927 <44 Stat. 1240; 16 
U.8.C. 221b >. section 4 of the Act of 
January 3.1975. <68 Stat. 2089). 245 DMI 
<34 FR 13879), National Park Service 
Order No. 77 (38 FR 7478) as amended. 
Regional Director, Western Region Or¬ 
der No. 7 <37 FR 6326). and 36 CFR 2.34 
(C) (39 FR 11882), it la proposed to 
amend ( 7.4 of Title 36 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations as set forth below. 

The purpose of this proposal Is to 
designate snowmobile routes on the 
North Rim of Grand Canyon National 
Pork. In designating the routes, consider¬ 
ation has been given to sections 3 and 4 
of E.O. 11644 <37 FR 2877) as well as to 
the requirements of the general Notional 
Park regulations. In order to properly 
designate the routes, it Is considered 
necessary to define the portions of the 
routes upon which snowmobiles use will 
be permitted. 

An environmental assessment has 
been prepared on the designation of 
snowmobile routes and is available for 
public review in the office of the Park 
Superintendent* 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior, whenever practicable, to 
afford the public an opportunity to par¬ 
ticipate in the rulemaking process. Ac¬ 
cordingly. interested persons may sub¬ 
mit written comments, suggestions, or 
objections regarding the proposed regula¬ 
tion to the Superintendent, Grand Can¬ 
yon National Park, Grand Canyon. Ari¬ 
zona 86023, on or before April 14, 1975. 

Section 7.4 Is amended by the addition 
of paragraph <l) as follows: 

§ 7*4 Grand Canyon National Park. 

• • • • • 

<i> Snowmobiles .—(1) Available road¬ 
way. On routes designated for snowmo¬ 
bile use. only that portion of the road 
or parking area intended for other motor 
vehicle use may be used by snowmobiles. 
Such roadway is available for snowmo¬ 
bile use only when the designated road 
or parking area is closed to all other mo¬ 
tor vehicle use by the public. 

(2) Designated routes. Snowmobiles 
are permitted on designated routes as 
depicted on maps available tor public 


inspection at Park Headquarters, at each 
Ranger Station, and at each Entrance 
Station. The snowmobile routes so desig¬ 
nated arc as follows: 

(1) Park Route 4. the North Entrance 
Road; 

(ii) Park Route 3A, the Scenic Drive 
from the Junction with Park Route 4 to 
the Junction with Park Routes 3B and 
3C* 

(ill) Park Route 3C. the Point Impe- 
riod Road; and 

(iv> Park Route 31, the North Rim 
Headquarters Spur Road. 

John E. Look. 

Associate Director, 
National Park Service. 

|PR Doc.75-6780 Piled 3-13-7fl;8:4fl am) 


[36 CFR Port 7] 
YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 

WYOMING 

Fbhlng 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 3 
of the Act of August 25. 1916 <39 Stat 
535, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 3), and the 
Act of Mav 7. 1894 <28 Stat. 73, as 
amended; 16 U.S.C. 26), 245 DM l <34 
FR 13879), as amended. National Park 
Service Order No. 77 <38 FR 7478) as 
amended. Regional Director, Rocky 
Mountain Region Order No. 1 (39 FR 
12369). it is proposed to amend $ 7.13 of 
Title 36 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions as set forth below. 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
change the opening date of the tribu¬ 
taries to Yellowstone Lake from July 
15th to August 1st. and to change the 
size limit of the fish taken in Yellow¬ 
stone Lake. It is designed to protect 
headwater cutthroat spawning fish. 
Spawncrs reaching headwater areas do 
not reach those sections until mid-July. 
As there is evidence to indicate they are 
the most valuable component of the 
spawning runs, it is necessary that they 
be afforded total protection. Catch and 
release fishing in Yellowstone Lake is en¬ 
couraged , In addition, portions of the 
Firehole River will be closed to fishing 
in those areas where there Ls danger from 
active thermal features and to protect 
those thermal features of a fragile na¬ 
ture. To allow the native fish to effec¬ 
tively compete with the nonnative spe¬ 
cies in Heart Lake and its tributaries, 
only catch and release will be allowed 
for native cutthroat trout in those 
waters. 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior, whenever practicable, to 
afford the public an opportunity to par¬ 
ticipate in the rulemaking process. Ac¬ 
cordingly. interested persons may submit 
written comments, suggestions, or objec¬ 


tions regarding the proposed amendment 
to the Superintendent. Yellowstone Na¬ 
tional Park. Wyoming 82190, on or before 
April 14. 1975. 

Paragraph (e) of 3 7.13 U amended to 
read as follows : 

§ 7.13 Yellownt^nc National Park. 


(c) Fishing • • • 

(2) Open fishing season, (i) All rivers 
and creeks in the Yellowstone River 
drainage above the Upper Falls at Can¬ 
yon except as otherwise provided in 
paragraph (e) (3) of this section, are open 
to fishing from 5 a m. on August 1 to 
10 pjn., m.d.L, on October 31, except that 
portion of the Yellowstone River between 
the outlet of Yellowstone Lake and the 
Upper Falls which shall be open from 
5 a m. on July 15 to 10 p.m., m.d.t., on 
October 31. except as othcrwLsc provided 
in paragraph (e)(3) of this section. 
Rivers and creeks include those portions 
of Yellowstone Lake marked by buoys 
within 100 yards of the river or creek 
inlet. 


(3) Closed waters. • • • 

(x) Those portions of the Flrchole 
River, identified by the posting of appro¬ 
priate? signs, which lie in the immediate 
vicinity of hazardous or fragile thermal 
features. 

• • • • • 

(5) Catch and release waters . • • • 
(vl) Heart Lake and its tributaries in¬ 
cluding Heart River to Outlet Creek, ex¬ 
cept nonnative species. 

• • • • • 

(6) Daily limits by waters. • • • 

(ill) Yellowstone Lake (except as pro¬ 
vided in subparagraph <3) of this para¬ 
graph) and Riddle Lake: Two fish. 13 
Indies or shorter. 


Robert C. Haraden, 

Acting Superintendent, 
Yellowstone National Park. 
|FR Doc.75 6659 Filed 3-i3-76;8:46 am) 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[7 CFR Parts 911,915] 

I Docket Noe, AO 267-A8, AO-2M-A7) 

HANDLING OF LIMES AND AVOCADOS 
GROWN IN FLORIDA 

Hearing Regarding Proposed Amendments 
of Marketing Agreements, as Amended, 
and Orders, as Amended 

Notice is given of a public hearing 
relating to proposed amendments to the 
amended markeing agreement and Mar¬ 
keting Order No. 911—Limes Grown in 
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Florida, and the amended marketing 
agreement and Marketing Order No. 
915—Avocados Grown in South Florida. 

These regulatory programs arc effec¬ 
tive under the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended 
(Sees. 1-19. 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 
7 U.8.C, 601-674) The hearing will be 
conducted In accordance with that act 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing proceedings to for¬ 
mulate marketing agreements and mar¬ 
keting orders (7 CFR Part 900). The 
hearing will be held in the Homestead 
Agricultural Center. 18710 8W. 288th 
8treet, Homestead. Florida, at 9 ajn.. 
local time. April 10, 1975., 

The proposed amendments have not 
received the approval of the Secretary 
of Agriculture. 

The public hearing Is for the purpose of 
receiving evidence with respect to the 
economic and marketing conditions 
whjch relate to the proposed amend¬ 
ments, which are hereinafter set forth, 
and any appropriate modifications 
thereof. * 

The following amendments were pro¬ 
posed by the Florida Lime Administra¬ 
tive Committee nnd the Avocado Admin¬ 
istrative Committee, the agencies estab¬ 
lished pursuant to the marketing agree¬ 
ments and orders. 

The proposed amendment to the mar¬ 
keting agreement and order regulating 
the handling of limes grown in Florida is 
as follows; 

1. Revise paragraphs (b) (1), (2). and 
(3) of | 911.22 Nomination as follows: 

§ 911.22 Nomination. 

(a) • • • 

<b> Successor members . (1) The com¬ 
mittee shall hold or cause to be held a 
meeting or meetings of growers and 
handlers in each district to designate 
nominees for successor members and al¬ 
ternate members of the committee, or 
the committee may conduct nominations 
by mail In District 2 in a manner recom¬ 
mended by the committee and approved 
by the Secretary. Such nominations shall 
be submitted to the Secretary by the 
committee not later than February 15 of 
each year. The committee shall prescribe 
procedural rules, not inconsistent with 
the provisions of this section, for the 
conduct of nominations. 

(2) Only growers may participate in 
the nomination and election of nominees 
for grower members and their alternates. 
Each handler shall be entitled to cast 
only one vote for each nominee to be 
elected in the district in which he pro¬ 
duces limes. No grower shall participate 
in the election of nominees in more than 
one district in any one fiscal year. 

(3) Only handlers may participate in 
the nomination and election of nominees 
for handler members and their alter¬ 
nates. Each handler shall be entitled to 
cast only one vote for each nominee to be 
elected in the district in which he handies 
limes, which vote shall be weighted by 
the volume of limes shipped by such 
handier during the immediately preced¬ 
ing twelve month period January 
through December. No handler shall 


participate in the election of nominees in 
more than one district in any one fiscal 
year. 

2. Revise (911.41 Assessments as fol¬ 
lows: 

§911.41 AMfwmrnK 

(a) • • • 

(b) The Secretary shall fix the rate of 
assessment not in excess of 20 cents per 
55 pounds of fruit to be paid by each 
such person. At any time during or after 
a fiscal year, the Secretary may. subject 
to the limitations in this paragraph, in¬ 
crease the rate of assessment in order to 
secure sufficient funds to cover any later 
finding by the Secretary relative to the 
expense which may be incurred. Such in¬ 
crease shall be applied to all fruit 
handled during the applicable fiscal year. 
In order to provide funds for the ad¬ 
ministration of the provisions of this 
part, the committee may accept the pay¬ 
ment of assessments in ndvnnce. 

3. Revise (911.45 Marketing research 
and development as follows: 

§911.45 Production research, market¬ 
ing rc*c*rch and development. 

The committee may. with the approval 
of the Secretary, establish or provide for 
the establishment of production re¬ 
search. marketing research and develop¬ 
ment projects designed to assist, im¬ 
prove. or promote the marketing, distri¬ 
bution. and consumption or efficient 
production of limes. Such projects may 
provide for any form of marketing pro¬ 
motion. fncluding paid advertising. The 
expenses of such projects shall be paid 
from funds collected pursuant to the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of ( 911.41. 

4. Revise ( 911.48 Issuance of regula¬ 
tion as follows: 

Renumber paragraphs (a)(3), (a)(4), 
and (a)(5), as paragraphs (a)(4), (a) 
(5). and (a) (6). and insert a new para¬ 
graph (a)(3). 

As revised (911.48 would read as 
follows: 

§ 911.48 luuance of regulation*, 

(a) • • • 

(3) Limit the shipment of the total 
quantity of limes by prohibiting the 
shipment thereof: Provided, That no 
such prohibition shall be effective during 
any fiscal period other than for four 
periods not exceeding six days each Im¬ 
mediately prior to. including, or follow¬ 
ing July 4. Labor Day. Thanksgiving Day. 
and Christmas Day. 


5. Revise (91137 Overshipments as 
follows: 

§911.57 Ovrr*lii|>mrnl»« 

During any week for which the Secre¬ 
tary lias Axed the total quantity of limes 
which may be handled, any person who 
has received an allotment including any 
handler who received zero allotment 
computed pursuant to ((911.55 and 
911.56 may handle, in addition to the 
total allotment available to him. 50 
bushels or two percent of such total 
allotment, whichever is the greater, ex¬ 


cept that during two weeks of each reg¬ 
ulatory period any handler may ovcrshlp 
his total allotment by more than 50 
bushels: Provided, That such overship¬ 
ment shall not exceed an amount equal 
to 10 percent of such total allotment: 
And provided, further. That each han¬ 
dler who intends to so overship notifies 
the committee of his intended overship- 
ment no later than the close of business 
on Thursday during the week of such 
intended overshipment. 

The proposed amendment to the mar¬ 
keting agreement and order regulating 
the handling of avocados grown in South 
Florida is as follows: 

1. Revise paragraphs (b> (1). <2> and 
(3) of ( 915.22 Notnination as follows: 

§ 915.22 Nomination. 

(a) • • • 

(b) Successor members. (1) The com¬ 
mittee shall hold or cause to be held a 
meeting or meetings of growers and han¬ 
dlers in each district to designate nomi¬ 
nees for successor members and alter¬ 
nate members of the committee: or the 
committee may conduct nominations by 
mail in District 2 in a manner recom¬ 
mended by the committee and approved 
by the Secretary. 8uch nominations shall 
be submitted to the Secretary by the 
committee not later than February 15 
of each year. The committee shall pre¬ 
scribe procedural rules, not inconsistent 
with the provisions of this section, for 
the conduct of nominations. 

(2) Only growers may participate in 
the domination and election of nominees 
for grower members and their alternates. 
Each grower shall be entitled to cast only 
one vote for each nominee to be elected 
in the district in which he produced avo¬ 
cados. No grower shall participate in the 
election of nominees in more than one 
district in any one fiscal year. 

(3) Only handlers may participate in 
the nomination and election of nominees 
for handler members and their alter¬ 
nates. Each handler shall be entitled to 
cast only one vote for each nominee to 
be elected in the district in which he 
handles avocados, which vote shall be 
weighted by the volume of avocados 
shipped by such handler during the im¬ 
mediately preceding twelve month period 
January through December. No handler 
shall participate in the election of nom¬ 
inees in more than one district in any 
one fiscal year. 

2. Revise ( 915.41 Assessments as fol¬ 
lows: * 

§ 915.41 AMCMinnitA. 

(a) • • • 

<b) The Secretary shall fix the rote of 
assessment not in excess of 20 cents per 
55 pounds of fruit to be paid by each 
such person. At any time during or after 
a fiscal year, the Secretary may. subject 
tc the limitation in this paragraph, in¬ 
crease the rate of assessment in order to 
secure sufficient funds to cover any later 
finding by the Secretary relative to the 
expense which may be Incurred. Such 
increase shall be applied to all fruit han¬ 
dled during the applicable fiscal year. In 
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order to provide funds for the adminis¬ 
tration of the provisions of this part, the 
committee may accept the payment of 
assessments in advance. 

3. Revise f 915.45 Marketing research 
and development as follows: 

§ 913.45 Production rorarrh, market- 
in ft research and development. 

The committee may, with the approval 
of the Secretary, establish or provide for 
the establishment of production re¬ 
search, marketing research and devel¬ 
opment projects designed to assist, im¬ 
prove, or promote the marketing, distri¬ 
bution, and consumption or efficient pro¬ 
duction of avocados. Such projects may 
provide for any form of marketing pro¬ 
motion, including paid advertising. The 
expenses of such projects shall be paid 
from funds collected pursuant to the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of ( 915.41. 

4. Add a new | 915.46 Marketing poHcp 
as follows: 

g 915.46 Marketing policy. 

Each season prior to making any rec¬ 
ommendations pursuant to f 915.50, the 
committee shall submit to the Secretary 
a report setting forth its marketing pol¬ 
icy for the ensuing season. Such mar¬ 
keting policy report shall contain infor¬ 
mation relative to (a) the estimated total 
production of avocados within the pro¬ 
duction area: tb) the expected general 
quality and maturity of avocados in the 
production area and In competing areas; 
(c) the expected demand conditions for 
avocados in different market outlets; (d> 
the expected shipments of avocados pro¬ 
duced in the production areas and com¬ 
peting areas; <e> supplies of competing 
commodities; it) trend and level of con¬ 
sumer income: (g) other factors having 
a bearing on the marketing of avocados: 
and <h) the type of regulations expected 
to be recommended during the season. 
In the event it becomes advisable, be¬ 
cause of changes in the supply ami de¬ 
mand situation for avocados, to modify 
substantially such marketing policy, the 
committee shall submit to the Secretary 
a revised marketing policy report setting 
forth the information prescribed in this 
section The committee shall publicly 
announce the contents of each market¬ 
ing policy report and copies thereof shall 
be maintained in the offices of the com¬ 
mittee where they shall be available for 
examination by growers and handlers. 

5. Revise 8 915-51 Issuance of regula¬ 
tions as follows: 

Renumber paragraphs (a)(3), (a)(4). 
and (a)(5) as paragraphs (a)(4). (a) 
(5), and (a) (6), and insert a new para¬ 
graph (a)(3). 

As revised f 915.51 would read as fol¬ 
lows: 

8 915.51 iMUiinct of irgukliotui. 

<*>••• 

(3) limit the shipment of the total 
quantity of avocados by prohibiting the 
shipment thereof: Provided , That no 
such prohibition shall be effective during 
any fiscal period, other than for four 


periods not exceeding six days each Im¬ 
mediately prior to. including, or follow¬ 
ing July 4. Labor Day. Thanksgiving 
Day. and Christinas Day. 

The Fruit and Vegetable Division, 
Agricultural Marketing Service, has pro¬ 
posed that consideration be given to mak¬ 
ing such changes as may be necessary to 
make each entire marketing agreement 
and order conform with any amend¬ 
ments thereto that may result from this 
hearing. 

Copies of this notice of hearing may be 
obtained from the Fruit and Vegetable 
Division. Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice, U.S. Department of Agriculture. 
Washington, D.C. 20250. or from Mr. Wil¬ 
liam C. Knope. Fruit and Vegetable Di¬ 
vision, Agricultural Marketing Service. 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, PO. Box 
9. Lakeland. Florida 33802. 

Dated: March 10. 1975. 

John C. Bl oh. 

Associate Administrator . 

I PR Doc.75-4753 Filed 3-13-75;»:45 am) 


f 7 CFR Part 1094] 

(Docket No. AO-103 AS8J 

MILK IN NEW ORLEANS, LA., MARKETING 
AREA 

Hoaring on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreement and Order 

Notice is hereby given of a public hear¬ 
ing to be held at the Jackson Hilton. 750 
North State Street. Jackson, Mississippi 
39205. beginning at 9:30 a.m. local time 
on April 22, 1975. with respect to pro¬ 
posed amendments to the tentative mar¬ 
keting agreement and to the order, regu¬ 
lating the handling of milk in the New 
Orleans. La., marketing area. 

The hearing is called pursuant to the 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), nnd the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900). 

The purpose of tlie hearing is to receive 
evidence with respect to the economic and 
marketing conditions which relate to the 
proposed amendments, hereinafter set 
forth, and any appropriate modifications 
thereof, to the tentative marketing 
agreement and to the order. 

The proposal relative to redefinition 
of the marketing area raises the Issue 
whether the provisions of the present or¬ 
der would tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the Act, if applied to the mar¬ 
keting area as proposed to be redefined 
and, if not. what modifications of such 
provisions of tire order would be appro- 
priate. 

The proposed amendments, set forth 
below, have not received the approval of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, 

Proposed by Dairymen, Inc. 
proposal NO. i 

Amend 5 1094.2 New Orleans market¬ 
ing area to read os follows: 


§ 1094.2 New Orfrart*-Mi*9t*»ip|M mar» 
Itriing area. 

"New Orleans-Mississippi marketing 
area", hereinafter referred to as the mar¬ 
keting area, means all territory, includ¬ 
ing Incorporated municipalities and all 
territory occupied by government (mu¬ 
nicipal, state, or federal) reservations. 
Installations, institutions, or other estab¬ 
lishments within the boundaries of 
specified Louisiana parishes and Missis¬ 
sippi counties in the following designated 
rones: 

Zcm* i 


parishes 


Jefferson 

St. Charles 

Lafourche 

St. Tammany 

Orleans 

Tangipahoa 

Plaquemines Terrebonne 

BL Bernard 

Washington 


itmsxssxrri counties 

Ocorge 

Jackson 

Hancock 

Pearl River 

HSPrison 

Stone 


Zone 2 


StXKRSr.irt'l COUNTIES 

Adams 

Lamar 

Amite 

Lawrence 

Covington 

Lincoln 

Forrest 

Marlon 

Franklin 

Perry 

Greene 

Pike 

Jefferson 

Walthall 

Jefferson Davis Wayne 

Jones 

Wilkinson 


Zone 3 

UISSt8Stm COUNTIES 

Claiborne 

Neahoba 

Clarke 

Newton 

Copiah 

Rankin 

Hinds 

Scott 

Issaquena 

Sharkey 

Jasper 

Blmpvon 

Kemper 

Smith 

Lauderdale 

Warren 

Leake 

Yftsoo 

Madison 

Zone 4 


iinuss&irrt counties 

Attala 

Montgomery 

Bolivar 

Noxubee 

Calhoun 

Oktibbeha 

CarroU 

Quitman 

Choctaw 

Sunflower 

Coahoma 

Tallahatchie 

Grenada 

Washington 

Hotmev 

Webster 

Humphreys 

Winston 

Leflore 

Yalobusha 

Lowndes 

PROPOSAL IfO. a 

Amend i 1094.52, paragraphs (a) and 
(c> to read as follows: 

g I0*M.S2 

Finn! location adjustment* 

for handlers. 

(a) For 

that milk which is received 

from producers or from a handler de¬ 
scribed in f 1094.9(a) at a pool plant and 
utilized as Class f milk or assigned Class 
I location adjustment credit pursuant to 
paragraph (b) of this section, the price 


a 


s* 
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specified tn { 1094.50(a) shall be re¬ 
duced at the rate set forth in the fol¬ 
lowing schedule according to the loca¬ 
tion of the pool plant where such milk 
Is received from producers: 

Rate per 
hundredweight 
(Cents) 


For milk received at a plant located In 

Zona I of the marketing area....... 0.0 

For milk received at a plant located tn 

Zone 2 of the marketing area.. 19.0 

For mUk received at a plant located In 

Zone 3 of the marketing area__ 38.0 

For milk received at a plant located tn 

Zpne 4 of the marketing area...... 57.0 


For milk received at a plant located 
outside the marketing area and 
more than 50 miles by the shortest 
highway distance, as determined by 
the market administrator, from the 
nearer of the City Hall In New Or¬ 
leans, La., or Pascagoula, Miss. 

More than 50 miles but not more than 


CO _ 20.0 

Each additional 10 miles or fraction 

thereof ___ 2.0 


(c> The market administrator shall 
publicly announce the location adjust¬ 
ment of each plant of each handler as 
determined pursuant to paragraph (a) 
of this section. The market administra¬ 
tor shall notify the handler on or before 
the first day of the month in which a 
change in a plant location adjustment 
will apply. 


PROPOSAL NO. 3 

Amend i 1094.73. paragraph (a)(1); 

(b)(1). (d)(1) and the preamble of (c) 
(2) to read as follows: 

§ 1094.73 Payments lo producers and to 
cooperative associations* 

(a) • • • 

(1) On or before the 7th day follow¬ 
ing each of the first two 10-day periods 
of each month to each producer, who 
did not discontinue shipping milk to such 
handler within seven days following the 
end of the 10-day period for which pay¬ 
ment is to be made, an amount equal to 
not less than 90 percent of the uniform 
price for the preceding month multi¬ 
plied by the hundredweight of milk re¬ 
ceived from such producer during the 10- 
day period for which payment is being 
made, less proper deductions authorized 
by such producer to be made from pay¬ 
ments due pursuant to this paragraph; 

• • • • • 

(b) • • • 

(1) On or before the 5th day preced¬ 
ing the lost day on which a payment 
may be made pursuant to paragraph (a) 
(1) of this section, the pounds of milk 
received from the producer during the 
10-day period for which payment is to 
be made. 

• • • • • 

(c) • • • 

<2> Report to the cooperative associa¬ 
tion on or before the 5 th day preceding 
the last day on which a payment may be 
made pursuant to paragraph (a)(1) of 
this section, the pounds of milk received 
from each member of the cooperative as¬ 
sociation during Ihe 10-day period for 


which payment is to be made and on or 
before the 7th day of the following 
month to the cooperative association for 
its individual members the following in¬ 
formation. 

• • • • • 

(d) • • • 

(1) On or before the 7th day following 
each of the first two 10-day periods of 
each month on amount equal to not less 
than 90 percent of the uniform price for 
the preceding month multiplied by the 
hundredweight of milk received from any 
cooperative association during the 10-day 
period for which payment is being made. 

Proposed dy John A. Hardy. Hardy 
Mini-Dairy 

PROPOSAL NO. 4 

Amend 1 1094.10. Producer-handler os 
follows: 

§ 1091.10 Producer-handler. 

"Producer-handler’* means a dairy 
farmer who operates a distributing plant 
at which no fluid milk or fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts are received during the month ex¬ 
cept his own production and a daily av¬ 
erage of 1500 lbs. transferred from a han¬ 
dler or transfers from a pool plant(s) 
and which has no receipts of milk prod¬ 
ucts other than fluid milk products dis¬ 
posed of as Class I except packaged Class 
n and Class IH products sold from plant 
stores. 

Proposed by Marketing Assistance 

Program. Inc. 

PROPOSAL NO. 5 

Amend I 1094.7 Pool Plant as follows: 

(a) In paragraph (b> Increase the per¬ 
centage from 45 to 50 percent for the 
qualification of a supply plant and pro¬ 
vide for a 75 percent standard during the 
qualifying months in order to enjoy auto¬ 
matic pooling during the flush produc¬ 
tion period; and 

(b) Strike paragraph (c). or if not 
struck, the standard should be Increased 
from 46 to 75 percent In order for the co¬ 
operative to be able to designate the co¬ 
operative plant for pooling and the plant 
should be located in the marketing area. 

proposal no. • 

Amend $ 1094.13(dH2) Producer milk 
to limit the diversion of milk to an 
amount not to exceed 20 percent. 

PROPOSAL NO. T 

Amend the order to define “marketing 
period" as meaning the fiscal year be¬ 
ginning April l and ending March 31. 

PROPOSAL NO. 8 

Amend the order to Include a new pro¬ 
vision with resiMJct to termination of the 
order to provide that any termination 
under section 16<B> of the Act should 
be effective only if announced on or be¬ 
fore 90 days prior to the end of the then 
current marketing period. 

Proposed by Dairy Division. Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service 

PROPOSAL NO. 9 

Revise the introductory paragraph of 
4 1094.85 by replacing the phrase "4 
cents'* therein, with the phrase "5 cents.” 


PROPOSAL NO. 10 

Make such changes as may be neces¬ 
sary to make the entire marketing agree¬ 
ment and order conform with any 
amendments thereto that may result 
from tills hearing. 

Signed at Washington, DC- on March 
10, 1975. 

Joint C. Blum* 
Associate Administrator . 

(FR Doc.75-8750 Filed 3-13-75;8:45 ami p 


[ 7 CFR Part 1096 ] 

(Docket No. AO-257-A281 

MILK IN NORTHERN LOUISIANA 
MARKETING AREA 

Hearing on Proposed Amendments to 

Tentative Marketing Agreement and Order 

Notice Is hereby given of a public 
hearing to be held at the Ramada Inn. 
2211 MacArthur Drive, Alexandria. Loui¬ 
siana 71301 beginning at 9:30 a.m., local 
time, on April 8. 1975. with respect to 
proposed amendments to the tentative 
marketing agreement and to the order, 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
Northern Louisiana marketing area. 

The hearing Is called pursuant to the 
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended <7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR 
Part 900). 

The purpose of the hearing Is to re¬ 
ceive evidence with respect to the eco¬ 
nomic and marketing conditions which 
relate to the proposed amendments, 
hereinafter set forth, and any appro¬ 
priate modifications thereof, to the ten¬ 
tative marketing agreement and to the 
order. 

The proposal relative to redefinition of 
the marketing area raises the issue 
whether the provisions of the present 
order would tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act, if applied to the 
marketing area as proposed to be rede¬ 
fined and. If not, what modifications of 
such provisions of the order would be 
appropriate. 

The proposed amendments set forth, 
below, have not received the approval of 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

pRorosED by Northern Louisiana Pure 

Milk Producers Association. Baton 

Rouge Area Milk Producers Associa¬ 
tion. and Central and Southwest 

Dairy Farmers 

PROPOSAL NO. 1 

Amend ) 1096.2 to read as follows: 

§ 1096.2 Crratcr laiuUiana Marketing 
Area. 

"Oreater Louisiana marketing area", 
hereinafter called the "marketing area", 
means all territory within the bound¬ 
aries of specified Louisiana parishes in 
the following designated zones: 
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Eojnr t 


Acadia 

Lafayette 

Alien 

Llving&ton 

Ascension 

Folate Coupee 

Assumption 

St Helena 

Beauregard 

St. James 

Calcasieu 

SL John the Baptist 

Cameron 

fit. Landry 

East Baton Rouge 

St. Martin 

East Feliciana 

6t. Mary 

Evangeline 

Vermilion 

Iberia 

West Baton Rouge 

Iberville 

West Feliciana 

Jefferson Davis 



ZONE XX 

Avoyelles 

Natchitoches 

Catahoula 

Rapides 

Concordia 

Sabine 

Orant 

Vernon 

La Salle 

zone m 

Bienvlllo 

Madison f 

Booster 

Morehouse 

Caddo 

Ouachita 

Caldwell 

Red River 

Claiborne 

Richland 

De Soto 

Tcnaaa 

East Carroll 

Union 

Franklin 

Webster 

Jackson 

West Carroll 

Lincoln 

Winn 


PROPOSAL pro. 2 

Amend § 1096.50 to read as follows: 

§ 1096.50 0*m prices. 

Subject to the provisions of § 1096.53. 
the class prices for the month per hun¬ 
dredweight of milk containing 3.5 per¬ 
cent shall be as follows: 

(a) Class I price. The Class I price shall 
be the basic formula price for the second 
preceding month plus $2.66. 

(b> Class II price . The Class II price 
shall be (he basic formula price for the 
month plus 10 cents. 

(c) Class III price . The Class m price 
shall be the basic formula price for the 
month. 

proposal wo. 3 

Amend 8 1096.52ia) to read as follows: 

C 1096.52 Plant location adjufttmenta 
for I»atidier*. 

(a) For milk which is received from 
producers at a pool plant or U diverted 
therefrom, or is delivered by a coopera¬ 
tive association pursuant to 8 1096 9(c) 
to a pool plant and which is classified ns 
Class I milk or assigned Class I location 
adjustment credit pursuant to paragraph 
<b) of this section and for other source 
milk for which a location adjustment is 
applicable, the price computed pursuant 
to f 1096 50(a) shall be reduced pursuant 
to subparagraphs (1>. (2) and 13) of 
this paragraph on the basis of the ap¬ 
plicable rate per hundredweight for the 
location of such plant 

(1) For a plant located within one of 
the zones set forth in f 1096 2. the ad¬ 
justment shall be as follows: 

Adjustment per 
hundredweight 

Zone I____- No adjustment. 

Zone n _____ Minus 19 cents. 

Zone m_ Minus 38 cants. 

(2) For a plant located outside the 
marketing area, and 50 miles, but less 


than 60 miles, from the nearest zone 
pursuant to subparagraph Cl) of this sec¬ 
tion, the adjustment shall be an addi¬ 
tional minus 13.5 cents: 

(3) For each 10 miles or fraction there¬ 
of that a plant pursuant to subparagraph 
(2) of this paragraph is located 60 miles 
or more from such zone, the adjustment 
shall include an additinnai minn* 
cents; and 

(43 The adjustments provided in sub¬ 
paragraphs (1). (2) and (3) of this para¬ 
graph shall be based on the shortest 
highway distance os determined by the 
market administrator. 

Proposed by the Dairy Division. Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Service Proposal 

No. 4 

Make such changes as may be neces¬ 
sary to make the entire marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order conform with any 
amendments thereto that may result 
from this hearing. 

Copies of this notice of hearing and 
the order may be procured from the Mar¬ 
ket Administrator. PO. Box 456. Metairie. 
Louisiana. 70004. or from the hearing 
clerk. Room 112-A, Administration 
Building. United States Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250 or 
may be there inspected. 

Signed at Washington, D.C.. on 
March 10. 1975. 

John C. Blum. 

Associate Administrator . 

Fit Doc.75-6751 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am 


Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service 
[9CFR Parts 112.113] 

VIRUSES, SERUMS, TOXINS. AND 
ANALOGOUS PRODUCTS 

Proposed Rulemaking 

Notice Is hereby given In accordance 
with the provisions contained In section 
553 of Title 5. United States Code, that it 
is proposed to amend certain of the regu¬ 
lations relating to viruses, serums, toxins, 
and analogous products, in Parts 112 and 
113 of Title 9. Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions issued pursuant to the provisions of 
the Virus-Serum-Toxin Act of March 4, 
1913 <21 U.S.C. 151-158). 

The official spelling of two micro¬ 
organisms used in the preparation of bi¬ 
ological products have been changed in 
the Eighth Edition of Beroev's Manual 
of Determinative Bacteriology. 

The word hemolyticum would be 
changed to haemolyticum in f| 112.7(f) 
(2) and 113.92 by these amendments. 
The word “erysipelas” and the words 
“swine ervsipelas” would be changed to 
Krysipetothrix rhnsiovathiae where they 
appear In If 112.7(f)(4), 113.67, 113.104. 
and 113.252. The name Erysipelothriz in - 
sidiosa would be changed to Erystpeloth- 
rix rhusiopathiae where It appears in 
If 113.67. 113.104, and 113.252. An edi¬ 
torial correction Is also made in the in¬ 
troductory portion of 1113.104(d) (4) by 
deleting the word 

A question has arisen whether annual 
re vaccination is required If a biological 
product containing the label statement 
required by 1112.7(d)(1) is used In a 


designated “high risk area.** The Intent 
of the regulatory provision was to en¬ 
courage annua) revaccination In local 
areas where the Incidence of rabies is 
high and the risk of animal exposure is 
greater. Rewording of the vaccination 
statement os a recommendation will 
clarify the intent of the provision. It is 
Important that the wording of the provi¬ 
sion be changed as soon as can be done 
without causing undue burden to affected 
licensees. 

Certain label changes will be neces¬ 
sitated by the amendments to 4 112.7 

(d) (1), and 11112.7(f) (2) and (4). 
113.67, 113.92, 113.104, and 113.252. The 
Department proposes that these label 
changes should be made by all licensees 
at their next printing of labels to which 
these changes would apply following the 
effective date of these proposed amend¬ 
ments. but In all cases not later than 
January 1. 1976. 

This will allow a reasonable time to 
use any existing supply of labels, and 
compliance with these amendments will 
not require any special preparation on 
the part of persons subject thereto which 
cannot be completed on or before the 
effective date thereof. 

Section 113 104 would be further 
amended by deleting two alternate routes 
of challenge from the swine protection 
test so that all products subjected to this 
test would be evaluated in the same 
manner. 

Routine submissions of samples from 
serials of Sterile Diluent prepared for 
use with frozen March's Disease Vaccine 
have been found to be undesirable. These 
amendments would prescribe that future 
submissions shall be made upon request 
from Veterinary Services, 

A requirement for testing cell lines 
either derived from or intended for use 
in bovine species for Brucella abortus 
contamination would be added to 8 113.52 

(e) . This requirement would eliminate 
the necessity of testing each serial pre¬ 
pared with such cell lines for this 
contaminant. 

The criteria for determining test ani¬ 
mals to be negative for neutralizing 
antibodies in paragraph (b)(1) of 
fi 113.129 is considered unnecessarily re¬ 
strictive. The words “at 1:2 final scrum 
dilution" are deleted to permit the use 
of other means approved by Veterinary 
Services for making the required 
determination. 

The trade mark for a commercially 
produced rabies vaccine was inadvert¬ 
ently used In 1113.147 instead of the 
name of the virus strain. These amend¬ 
ments would correct this mistake. 

Printing errors were made in 58 113 - 
143(c)(1) (i), 113.145(c)(6). 113.145(d), 
and 113.146(d). These errors would be 
corrected by these amendments. 

1. Section 112.7 is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraphs (d)(1). (f)(2), and <f) 

(4) to read: 

g 112.7 Special additional requirement*. 

• ill# 

(d) * * * 

(1) The statement “to high risk areas, 
annual rcvoccinatfon 1$ recom m ended.'" 

• • • • • 
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<n • • • 

(2) Clostridium llaemolyticum Bac- 
terin. "Repeat the dose every 5to 5 
months in animals subject to 

reexposure." 

• • • • • 

(4) Brysipelothrix Rhusiopathiae Bflc- 
tertn. "Swine: For breeding animals, 
repeat after 21 days and annually." 

"Turkeys: Repeat dose every 3 months." 
• • • • • 

2. Section 113.3 Is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (b) (9) to read: 

§ 113.3 Sampling of biological prod- 


(b) 9 • • 

(9) Sterile Diluent . A sample of 
Sterile Diluent shall accompany each 
sample of vaccine, other than frozen 
Marek's Disease Vaccine, if such diluent 
Is required to rehydrate or dilute the 
vaccine before use. Samples of Sterile 
Diluent prepared for use with frozen 
Marek’s Disease Vaccine shall be sub¬ 
mitted upon request from Veterinary 
Services. 

» • • • • 

3. Section 113.52 is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (e> to read: 

§ 113.52 Requirement • for •election of 
cell linn. 

• • • • • • 

(c) Each MCS either derived from or 
Intended for use in bovine species shall 
be shown to be free of BVD virus using 
the procedure provided In $113.5(d). 
Each MCS shall also be shown to be free 
of Brucella abortus by using 1.0 ml 
aliquots of the MCS ns inoculum and 
using the procedure provided in f 113.32. 

• • • • • 

4. Section 113.67 is nmended by re¬ 
vising the heading and the introductory 
portion to read: 

§ 113.67 Kryaiprloilirix KluiMopnlliine 
vaccine. 

Ervsipclothrlx Rhusiopathiae vaccine 
shall be prepared as a desiccated live 
culture of an avirulcnt or modified 
strain of Erysipelothrir rhusiopathiae 
which has been proved to be non-patho¬ 
gen ic nnd nontoxic. Each serial and sub- 
serial shall be tested for purity, safety, 
potency, and moisture content. A serial 
or subserial found unsatisfactory by any 
prescribed test shall not be released. 

V • • • • 

5. Section 113.92 is nmended by revis¬ 
ing the heading, the introductory portion 
of 9 113.92, and paragraph (c) (2) to 
read: 

§ 113.92 OoMrfdium haemolyticum liao 
lain. 

Clostridium Haemolyticum Bactcrin 
shall be produced from a culture of 
Clostridium haemolyticum which has 
been inactivated and is nontoxic. Each 
serial of biological product containing 
Clostridium haemolyticum fraction shall 
meet the applicable requirements in 
I 113.85 and shall be tested for purity, 
safety, and potency as prescribed in this 


section. A serial found unsatisfactory by 
any prescribed tost shall not be released. 


<c> Potency test • • • 

(2) Clostridium haemolyticum chal¬ 
lenge material, available upon request 
from Veterinary Services, shall be used 
for challenge 14 to 15 days following the 
lost Injection of the product. Each of 
the eight vaccinates and each of five 
additional nonvaccinatcd guinea pigs for 
controls shall be injected intramuscu¬ 
larly with approximately 100 LD» of 
challenge material. This dose shall be 
determined by statistical analysis of re¬ 
sults of titrations of the challenge mate¬ 
rial. The vaccinates and controls shall be 
observed for 3 davs post-challenge and 
all deaths recorded. 


6. Section 113.104 is amended by revis¬ 
ing the heading and the introductory 
portion of §113.104: by revising para¬ 
graphs <d> (3) and (4); and by revising 
the introductory portion of paragraph 
(e) to read: 

§113.104 Erynipflothrix rhu»iopnth»n«* 
bad erfII. 

Eryslpelothrix Rhusiopathiae Bactcrin 
shall be produced from a culture of 
Brysipelothrix rhusiopathiae which has 
been inactivated and is nontoxic. Each 
serial of biological product containing 
Brysipelothrix rhusiopathiae shall meet 
the applicable requirements in 9 113.85 
and shall be tested for purity, safety, 
and potency as prescribed in this sec¬ 
tion. A serial found unsatisfactory by 
any prescribed test shall not be released. 


fd) • • • 

(3) Each Injected mouse shall be chal¬ 
lenged subcutaneously 14 to 21 days after 
being Injected with the diluted bacterin. 
A 0.2 ml dose containing at least 100 
mouse LD» of a suitable culture of 
Brysipelothrix rhusiopathiae shall be 
used. All survivors in each group of mice 
shall be recorded 10 days post-challenge. 

(4) Test for valid assay . The same 
consecutive dilutions of the Standard 
and the Unknown need not be used in 
the test for valid assay, but the follow¬ 
ing requirements shall be met: 


Ce) When the swine protection test 
Is conducted, susceptible pigs shall be 
used as test animals Each of four pigs 
(vaccinates) shall be injected with one 
pig dose as recommended on the label. 
Four additional pigs shall be held as 
unvaccinated controls. Fourteen to 
twenty-one days post vaccination, the 
vaccinates and the controls shall be chal¬ 
lenged with a virulent Erysipelothrix 
rhusiopathiae culture by the intramus¬ 
cular route and observed for 7 days. 

• • » • • 

7. Section 113.129 Is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (b) (1) to read: 

§ 113.129 Rabir* vaccine (killed virtu). 


nates and 10 controls). Blood samples 
shall bo drawn from these animals and 
individual scrums tested. Only animals 
which arc negative for neutralizing anti¬ 
bodies to rabies shall be used. 

• • • • • 

8. Section 113.143 as amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (c) (1) (D to read: 

g 113.1 13 Encephalomyelitis vaccine. 
Venezuelan. 


<€>••• 

(1) • • • 

(i) Each of 10 young adult mice L16 
to 20 grams each) shall be injected In- 
trapeiitoneolly with 0.3 ml of the undi¬ 
luted virus sample and observed each 
day for 21 days. If unfavorable reactions 
attributable to the product occur in the 
mice during the observation period, the 
product is unsatisfactory. IX unfavorable 
reactions occur which are not attributa¬ 
ble to the product, the test is inconclu¬ 
sive and may be repeated. 

• •••*- 

9. Section II3.I45 is amended by re¬ 
vising paragraph (c)<6> and the intro¬ 
ductory portion of paragraph (d) to 
read: 

§113.115 Bovine rhinotracheitf* vac¬ 
cine. 


(6) If less than 19 of the post-injection 
serum samples tested as prescribed in 
paragraph (c)(3) of this section show 
neutralization in all tubes of the 1:2 final 
serum dilution, or If more than one of 
the vaccinates show a temperature of 
103.5* P or higher for 2 or more days, 
or if more than one of the vaccinates 
exhibits respiratory or other clinical signs 
of infectious bovine rhinotracheltls, or 
both, the Master Seed Virus is unsatis¬ 
factory. 


fd) Test requirements for release: 
Each serial and subserial shall meet the 
applicable general requirements pre¬ 
scribed in 9 113.135 nnd the requirements 
in this paragraph. Final container sam¬ 
ples of completed product shall be tested 
except as prescribed In paragraph (d)(1) 
of this section. Any serial or subscrtal 
found unsatisfactory by a prescribed test 
shall not be released. 


10. Section 113.146 is nmended by re¬ 
vising the introductory portion of para¬ 
graph fd) to read: 

g 113.146 Bovine viru* diarrhea vaccine. 
• • • • • 

fd> Test requirements for release: 
Each serial and subscrlal shall meet the 
applicable general requirements pre¬ 
scribed in 4 113.135 and the requirements 
In this paragraph. Final container sam¬ 
ples of completed product shall be tested 
except os prescribed In paragraph (d)(1) 
of this section. Any serial or subserial 
found unsatisfactory by a prescribed test 
shall not be released. 


(b) • • • ••••• 

<1) Thirty-five animals of each species H. Section 113.147 is amended by re- 
shail be used as test animals (25 vacci- vising paragraph (d)(3) (11) to read: 
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§113.147 Ratka vnrrine. 

• • • • • 

(d) • • • 

(3) • • • 

(ii) The Injected young adult mice 
shall be observed each day for 14 days 
except when testing vaccines made with 
SAD strain of rabies virus, in which case, 
the mice shall be observed each day for 
21 days. Deaths and paralysis occurring 
subsequent to the fourth day post-injec¬ 
tion shall be noted and the LD* titer cal¬ 
culated by the Reed and Mucnch Method. 
• • • • • 

12. Section 113.252 is amended by re¬ 
vising the heading and introductory por¬ 
tion of 9 113.252, and by revising para¬ 
graph (c)(1) to read: 

§ 113.252 i'ryaipelothrix rltu«iopnlhiac 

antiserum. 

Erysipelothrix Rhuslopathiac # Anti¬ 
serum shall be prepared from the blood 
of horses hyper-immunized with the 
antigenic strains of Erysipclolhrix rhu - 
siopathiae. Each serial shall be tested for 
purity, safety, and potency ai provided in 
this section. Any serial found unsatisfac¬ 
tory by a prescribed test shall not be 
released. 

• 0 0 0 0 

(c) Potency test. 9 9 9 

(1 > In the first stage, each of 40 Swiss 
albino mice, each weighing 16 to 20 
grams, shall be Injected subcutaneously 
with 0.1 ml of antiserum. Twenty-four 
hours post-injection, the Injected mice 
and 10 additional mice designated as 
controls shall be challenged subcutane¬ 
ously with the same culture of Erysipe - 
lothrix rhusiopathiae. 

0 0 • • • 

(37 Stat. 832-833; 21 U.3.C. 151 158). 

Interested parties are invited to sub¬ 
mit written data, views, or arguments re¬ 
garding the proposed regulations to Dep¬ 
uty Administrator. Veterinary Services, 
Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service. U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Room 828-A. Federal Building. Hyatte- 
ville. Maryland 20782. All comments re¬ 
ceived on or before April 16. 1975. will be 
considered. 

All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be made available for 
public inspection at such times and 
places and in a manner convenient to 
the public business. (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

Done at Washington, this 10th day of 
March 1975. 

PlKRRK A. ClIALOUX. 

Acting Deputy Administrator, 
Veterinary Services , Animal 
and Plant Health Inspection 
Service. 

I TO Doc.75-6807 Piled 3-13-75; 8:46 tan] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION. AND WELFARE 
Food and Drug Administration 
[21 CFR Parti] 

NUTRITION LABELING OF FRESH FRUITS 
AND FRESH VEGETABLES 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 75-4867 appearing at page 
8214 in the issue of Wednesday. February 
26, 1975. the line reading, ‘'table to be 
required to bear the name** was omitted 
and should be inserted after the first 
line on page 8215. 


[ 21 CFR Part 1 ] 

BEVERAGES IN GLASS AND PLASTIC 
CONTAINERS 

Proposed Type Size Exemption for 
Container Closure Labels 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has received a petition submitted on be¬ 
half of Dairy Cap Corp.. Jamaica, NY. 
proposing to amend 21 CFR l.bd to pro¬ 
vide a type size exemption for required 
label statements on milk, water, fruit 
Juice, diluted fruit juiqe, and imitation 
fruit Juice in glass or plastic containers. 
The effect of this petition, if granted, 
would be to permit label? on the closures 
of glass or plastic containers of the listed 
beverages to be printed in Vic-inch type 
size Instead of Vic-inch type size as re¬ 
quired at present by 9 1.8d<c), The effect 
of the Commissioner's proposal, in re-' 
sponse to the petition, would be to permit 
a type size reduction only If the closure 
labels of glass and plasUc containers bear 
nutrition labeling pursuant to 9 1.17 and 
the surface area available for labeling on 
the top of the closure is Jes* than 2 square 
Inches. 

The petitioner's requested revision of 
9 1.8d(c) would add a subparagraph as 
follows: 

Milk (Including whole milk, iklm milk, low 
fat milk, chooolate milk, buttermilk, and 
other type* of flavored milk), slnglo strength 
and less than single strength fruit Jules 
beverages and Imitations thereof, and drink¬ 
ing water, packaged In plastic and glass con¬ 
tainers shall be exempt from tho minimum 
type size requirement* for an Information 
panel described by | 1 84 of there regulations 
when all label Information required by I 1 8d 
appears on tho container's closure except for 
the quantity of contents. Such statements 
shall be prominently and conspicuously set 
forth In not less than Mn Inch type sire The 
requirements for conspicuousness and legibil¬ 
ity shall Include the specifications of 89 16b 
(h) (1) and (2) and 16. 

As grounds in support of the proposal. 
Dairy Cap Corporation set forth the 
following: 

1. Dairy Cap Corporation manufactures 
and distributes tn interstate commerce 
closures for milk containers. Such closures 
have often been used as a source of Imparting 
Information to consumers. These caps and 
containers are affected by the information 


panel regulation and therefore Dairy Cap 
Corporation Is an Interested person with re¬ 
gard to the said regulation. 

2. The dairy industry Is currently expend¬ 
ing huge sums of money on nonreturnable 
and returnable plastic milk containers which 
use either aluminum, plastic, or paper caps. 

3. MUk and milk prcducts listed In 21 CFR 
Fart 18 will. In moot cases, be subject to 
mandatory nutrition labeling, mince they 
usually are vitamin A and/or vitamin D 
fortified. 

The fluid milk industry has been pro¬ 
moting nutrition labeling so that, even when 
It Is not required. It will be voluntarily 
adopted. Thus, the Information required to 
be declared on a typical InfcrmUlon panel, 
pursuant to section 1.8d. would Include full 
nutritional information, the name and ad¬ 
dress of the manufacturer, Ingredients 
clause, and usually the words “pasteurized” 
and “homogenized". The latter two are re¬ 
quired labeling in all fifty states. 

4. • • • The cap. having less than 2 sq. 
Inches of space, cannot accommodate all the 
required information specified In section !.8d 
In t^-inch type. Tho cap oan aooomxnodate 
the use of t^-lnch type. 

0. Compliance with the rule as now writ¬ 
ten would preclude using the bottle closure as 
a source of Information Such a development 
would require major modification of the la¬ 
beling machinery in plants, whether through 
the use of paper labels on the milk bottles or 
through adoption of larger caps and new 
label applicators. The conversion to such 
a system would necessitate large expense to 
the dairy and closure Industry and. even¬ 
tually. to the consumer. Such expense Is 
not Justified In view of the facts elaborated 
below which show that Mu-Inch type Is rea¬ 
sonable and appropriate. 

6. The consumer, because of historical in¬ 
dustry labeling practices, has become accus¬ 
tomed to finding required label Information 
on the cap or cloture. • • • Further, many 
states have adopted the National Laboltng 
Committee's “Model Regulation and Law” 
(NLC No. 2. August 1969) which requires that 
applicable modifying terminology or phrases 
shall appear on the “Required Information 
Panel." For glass milk containers, the prin¬ 
cipal display panel, the required information 
panel, and the cap or closure are one and the 
axme. For plastic milk containers, although 
one side panel may be used as the required 
Information panel and/or principal display 
panel, cap or closure labeling Is by far the 
most common and practical mode of satisfy¬ 
ing both federal snd state labeling require¬ 
ments. 

7. Since there will be Insufficient space 
to carry the information required by | 1 8d 
on the caps of plastic or glass milk containers 
in 1/16 Inch type, the Industry has four al¬ 
ternatives: (a) Place such information on a 
paper label to be pasted on the containers, 
(b) silk-screen the Information on the body 
of the container, (c) completely redesign 
the container to provide a larger available 
cap area, or (d) obtain an exemption from 
the type size requirement, permitting a type 
size of 1/32 Inch. 

This statement of grounds, which consti¬ 
tutes a part of the petition. Is In no way at¬ 
tempting to eliminate alternatives (a), <b) 
and (c) as cited above As will be further 
disc used. It will ultimately serve the Interest 
of the consumer to enable manufacturers 
the flexibility of alternative (d) where It la 
economically sensible. 

8. In this case, the balance between the 
greater economic cost of paper labels, s’lk- 
aoreoned Information, or larger caps and the 
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dctlre for a uniform Information panel 
should bo resolved In favor of the economic 
factor. • • • The proposed exemption would 
allow com pan lea to continue u&lng the con- 
tatner closure as a significant source of In¬ 
formation. To convert or expand to paper 
labels or silk-screening or larger cap* would 
result in costly equipment expenditure or 
substantial conversion of existing equipment 
with an eventual Inflationary impact on milk 
product price* to the consumer. 

While certainly the technological capabili¬ 
ties extvt with regard to conveying the re¬ 
quired label Information via an applied label 
or irtlk screening, the “impractical! ty" and 
“undue hardship" In many caees deserves 
further attention and exploration. 

Currently, few plnstlc milk containers bear 
a preprinted applied label on the container's 
sidewall, which either bears Information 
supplemental to or fn lieu of that appearing 
on the cap or closure. The latter Is most 
often the case To require the applied label 
to be Increased in sire to accommodate the 
Information required by | l*d would. In all 
probability, outweigh the cost of providing 
this in formation on the cap. At the very 
least, the manufacturer should have this 
alternative available. 

Silk screening the Information required 
by f 1 8d will pose numerous technological 
and economic problems to the manufacturer. 
Assuming a milk container currently bears 
Information applied by the silk-screening 
process, the life-span of the screen Itself 
will be greatly reduced In terms of Its ability 
to produce clear and conspicuous copy when 
the smaller type size lettering to used. Also, 
a dairy's efficiencies of production will betrln 
to erode If production lines have to be slowed 
down to permit the proper application of 
legible, detailed Information. Again, If n 
dairy wishes to choose this route, that 
should be Its prerogative However, the pro¬ 
posal contained herein should also be avail¬ 
able to dairies. 

An Additional burden to placed on the 
manufacturer whose containers are not silk 
screened and do not bear an applied label. 
In there cases, all currently required infor¬ 
mation (federal and stare requirements) ap¬ 
pears on the container's cap, with the excep¬ 
tion of the quantity of contents declaration, 
which appears at or above the container's 
shoulder. For these companies, an unbear¬ 
able economic hardship would result. In 
many cases. If large capita] expenditure* had 
to be made for purposes of sUk-screening or 
label application equipment. Additionally, 
many of these containers are the returnable 
type which sre returned to the dairy after 
use and refined—often with different prod¬ 
uct* (Lc.. milk, low frit and skim milk). A 
container beating a preprinted applied label 
would result in tremendous problems from 
the standpoint of reusing them (adequate 
and efficient washing operation*, for exam¬ 
ple). A plastic returnable milk container 
with silk screened Information would also 
pose considerable difficulties with regards to 
sorting and washing operations (the caus¬ 
tics Involved In the washing- operations 
would play havoc with the clarity and con- 
splcuousneas of the printed Information). 
In both three tnaMnces cap labeling is a 
viable and acceptable alternative, providing 
appropriate amendment of | 1 84 to made. 

In addition, it should be noted that cur¬ 
rently manufactured bottles are being made 
with dimpled surfaces. This to useful in order 
to obtain better removal from the glass 
blower. Such surfaces, however, cannot be 
readily u*ed for silk screening 
®. Dairy Cap Corporation wishes to con¬ 
tinue using it* exlstlog machinery to make 
the caps and apply the Labels. It to possible 
to design larger caps, and buy new machinery 


to spply them. However, such a course of 
action would entail large capital expendi¬ 
ture* on our behalf, and would bo a foolish 
course of action inasmuch as there would be 
no market for our products until the dairy's 
line machinery acre redesigned to accommo¬ 
date a nrw aired cap. Larger caps will also 
be a waste of plastic. Use of existing ma¬ 
chinery, therefore. Is doMrablc and economi¬ 
cally practical from a cap supplier and user 
standpoint. 

10 . • • • 

11. Label Information can be declared In 
legible, clear, and conspicuous manner In 
1/33-ineh type An example of such a decla¬ 
ration to attached ns Exhibit A. which to the 
actual proposed Information material for the 
milk container closure. Permitting the use of 
1/32-Inch type on milk container closures 
would make the declaration of nutrition 
Information feasible without the necessity 
of expensive and time consuming conver¬ 
sion to paper labels or larger caps. It can be 
teen from the sample labels that 1 /33-inch 
type to legible and c*n be read by consum¬ 
ers. In fact, the u-e of 1 /32-lnrh type on the 
paper applied label to considerably moro 
iegtbte than the larger size type on other 
types of caps in which the information 
overflows the cap top and to crimped on tho 
edges. 

It should also be noted that the Canadian 
Prod and Drug Directorate permitted the 
ure of I/32-lnch type. Purther. although we 
isquejt permission to use 1/32-inch type, wo 
plan to use 43/1000 inch, which to slightly 
larger. 

12. In view of the foregoing, petitioner 
submits that reasonable grounds have been 
art forth In thto petition for amendment 
of flBd(c) In accordance with the above 
proposal. 

The petition Is available for inspec¬ 
tion In the office of the Hearing Clerk. 
Food and Drug Administration. Rm. 4- 
66. 5600 Fishers Lane. Rockville, MD 
20852. 

The Commissioner has considered the 
petition nnd agree* that it is necessary to 
use a type size smaller than ft Inch on 
the closures of glass and plastic con¬ 
tainers used to package product* such 
os those specified in the proposal, since 
nutrition information will not fit on the 
top surfaces of 37 millimeter container 
closures if minted in the A»-inch tvpe 
*i 2 c currently required by { 1.8d(c). Ef¬ 
forts by various manufacturers to print 
the nutrition information in A-inch 
tvpc size on the grooved and crimped 
sides of screw-on bottle closures have not 
been successful, since the information 
printed on the side of the closure is often 
inconspicuous and illegible. In addition, 
requiring placement of labels on the sur¬ 
face of the containers, rather than on 
the closures, would not only Increase 
cost by requiring that separate con¬ 
tainer inventories be maintained for 
each product, but would also increase 
costs due to the necessity to segregate 
reusable containers by product use prior 
to reuse. 

Due to the ecological advantage* of 
reusable containers, the Commissioner 
proposes that the requested type size ex¬ 
emption be granted for specified prod¬ 
ucts packed In reusable glass and plas¬ 
tic containers. Although no ecological 
Justification can be made for allowing 
reduced type size on the labels of non- 
re usable containers, the Commissioner 


ha* noted the petitioner's contention 
that large expenditure* of money would 
be required for the purchase of silk 
screening equipment or label application 
equipment If nonreusable containers are 
required to bear nutrition labeling on the 
body of the container rather than on the 
closure due to the Vic-Inch type size re¬ 
quirement. Jxt order to avoid unneces¬ 
sary cost increase*, which must ulti¬ 
mately be borne by the consumer, the 
Commissioner therefore, proposes that 
these product* hi nonreusable glass and 
plastic containers also be granted the 
type size exemption. 

The Commissioner has made changes 
hi the petitioner's proposal for the pur¬ 
pose of clarifying that the exemption, 
if granted, will apply only to closure 
labels bearing nutrition labeling, and 
with less than 2 inches of available label 
area on the top of the closure. The type 
size exemption is needed only for those 
closure labels which have insufficient 
label space for *4o-lnch type size. 

The sentence reading “The require¬ 
ments for compicuousness and legibility 
shall include the speculations of IS 1.8b 
<h) (1) and <2) and 1.9." has been de¬ 
leted from the proposal since the re¬ 
quirements of $9 1.8b and 1.9 apply with¬ 
out specific mention. The Commissioner, 
In the interest of providing uniform reg¬ 
ulations for product classes, has also ex¬ 
panded the proposal to make it appli¬ 
cable to all the dniry and beverage prod¬ 
ucts listed in 99 1.1cca) (7X1) nnd (13) 
(i>. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (secs. 201. 403. 701(a). 52 Stat. 1040- 
1042, as amended. 1047-1048 os amended. 
1055; 21 U.S.C. 321. 343. 371(a)) and 
unde r authority delegated to him (21 
CFR 2.120), the Commissioner proposes 
that 9 1.8d be amended by adding a new 
paragraph <c)(5) to read os follows; 

§ 1.8il Food labeling; information panel. 

4 • • S • 

<c> • • • 

*5) Any of the foods listed In 99 1.1c 
ta) <7> (1) and (13>U) and packaged In 
glass or plastic containers are exempt 
from the type size requirements of this 
paragraph: Provided: 

(1) That the label information appear¬ 
ing on the closure includes nutrition in¬ 
formation pursuant to 9 1.17 and a lull 
list of ingredients pursuant to 9 1.10 and 
the policy expressed in 9 3.88 of this 
chapter. 

*11 > That the area of surface available 
for labeling on the top of the closure is 
less than 2 square Indies and bears all 
labeling appearing on the package, ex¬ 
cept that the quantity of contents state¬ 
ment may be placed on the container 
pursuant to 9 l.lc(a) (7)Ui> or (13X1). 

(ill) That the typo size is not less than 
ft Inch in height. 

• • • • • 

Interested persons may, on or before 
May 13,1975. flic with the Hearing Clerk, 
Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 
4-65, 5600 Fishers Lane. Rockville, MD 
20852, written comments (preferably In 
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quintuplicatc) regarding this proposal. 
Received comments may be seen In the 
above office during working hours. Mon¬ 
day through Friday. 

Dated: March 10.1975. 

8 su D. Fntc, 

Associate Commissioner for 
Compliance . 
(FR Doc.75-6735 Filed 3-13-75;8:45 am| 


[ 21 CFR Part 630 ] 

ADDITIONAL STANDARDS FOR VIRAL 
VACCINES 

Testing for Potency and Safety of Smallpox 

Vaccine and Measles-Smallpox Vaccine, 

Live 

The Public Health Sendee Act requires 
that all biological products to be of¬ 
fered for sale in Interstate commerce 
must be licensed and must meet certain 
standards to ensure their continued 
safety, purity and potency. The Commis¬ 
sioner of Food and Drugs is conducting a 
review of the existing standards govern¬ 
ing biological products for the purpose 
of updating them to reflect the best cur¬ 
rent testing procedures established by the 
scientific community, and to promote 
uniformity and specificity. As a result 
of the review, the Commissioner pro¬ 
poses to amend the standard govern¬ 
ing Smallpox Vaccine and Measles- 
Smallpox Vaccine. Live, to (1) delete 
the “rabbit scarification" method as a 
procedure for determining smallpox po¬ 
tency of the vaccines. (2) reduce the 
volume of inoculum used in the “pock 
count" method for determining potency 
of the vaccines, and (3) combine the 
presently prescribed individual tests for 
Clostridium te'ani and other anaerobes 
Into a single test procedure for deter¬ 
mining safety of the vaccines. 

The standards for licensed Smallpox 
Vaccine in 5 630.73(a) (21 CFR 630 73 
(a)) require that the vaccine be tested 
for potency either by the “rabbit scarifi¬ 
cation" method or by the “pock count" 
method. Likewise, the standards concern¬ 
ing Measles-Smallpox Vaccine, Live, In 
5 630.84(c) (21 CFR 630.84(c)) require 
that samples of dried Measles-Smallpox 
Vaccine, Live, be tested for smallpox 
potency as prescribed in 5 630 73. The 
“rabbit scariflcatton" method involves 
scarification of the skin of a rabbit with 
a series of appropriate dilutions of both 
a test vaccine and a control reference 
vaccine. The potency of the test vaccine 
is determined from the degree of re¬ 
activity to the test vaccine resulting on 
the scarified skin of the rabbit, as com¬ 
pared to the reactivity resulting from the 
control reference vaccine. The “pock 
count" method involves inoculation of 
the chorioallantoic membrane of one 
group of chicken eggs with appropriate 
dilutions of the test vaccine and another 
group of chicken eggs with appropriate 
reference vaccine. The potency of the test 
vaccine Is determined from the number 
of specific lesions on the membrane re- 
stilting from each dilution of the test 
vaccine, as compared to the number of 


specific lesions resulting from the dilu¬ 
tions of the conlrol reference vaccine. 

The Commissioner has evaluated the 
“rabbit scarification" and “pock count" 
methods with respect to their accuracy, 
sensitivity, cost and precision of results 
for determining smallpox potency of 
Smallpox Vaccine alone or in Moasles- 
Sm all pox Vaccine. Live. While both tests 
are generally satisfactory for accurately 
determining the small n ox potency of the 
vaccines, the “rabbit scarification" 
method is more costly to perform, is less 
precise, and the evaluation of tests re¬ 
sults often requires subjective Interpre¬ 
tation. Additionally, the overgrowth of 
hair or unexpected reactions in any of 
the rabbits during testing may preclude 
statistical analysis of results and require 
that the test be repeated. 

Accordingly, to promote uniformity of 
testing for smallpox potency of Smallpox 
Vaccine and Measles-Smallpox Vaccine. 
Live, the Commissioner proposes that 
5 630.73(a) authorizing the use of the 
“rabbit scarification" method and refer¬ 
ences thereto in 5 630.84(c) be deleted. 
As a result, smallpox potency of the vac¬ 
cines will be determined only by the 
"pock count" method. Consistent with 
the proposal to delete 4 630.73(a). the 
Commissioner proposes to amend 
4 639.70(b) by replacing the phrase 
“shall be dermatroplc according to the 
test prescribed in 4 630.73(a)" with the 
phrase “shall be dermatroplc when tested 
by a rabbit scarification procedure avail¬ 
able upon request from the Director. 
Bureau of Biologies." 

In addition, the Commissioner has re¬ 
viewed the published data on the rela¬ 
tionship of the volume of inoculum of 
vaccine used in the “pock count" method 
and the resultant number of lesions on 
the egg membrane. The data indicate 
that an Inoculum of 0.1 milliliter will 
consistently produce a greater number of 
lesions than the 0.2 milliliter inoculum 
which is presently required in paragraph 
(b) (2) of 4 630.73. The results of the 
published data have been confirmed In 
studies conducted by the Bureau of 
Biologies. Food and Drug Administration. 

Accordingly, to promote accuracy and 
increased sensitivity In the testing for 
smallpox potency of 8mallpox Vaccine 
and Measles-Smallpox Vaccine. Live, the 
Commissioner proposes that paragraph 
(b> (2) of 5 630.73 be amended to reduce 
the prescribed volume of Inoculum from 
0.2 milliliter to 0.1 milliliter. 

Finally, a manufacturer has suggested 
that the separate tests prescribed in 
4 630.74 (a) and (b) (21 CFR 630.74 (a) 
and (b>) for determining the presence 
of C. tetani and other anaerobes, respec¬ 
tively. be permitted to be performed 
simultaneously using the same animals. 
bo as to reduce time, the number of ani¬ 
mals used, and costs for such testing. 
The Commissioner finds this suggestion 
acceptable provided that the most 
stringent requirements of each method 
are incorporated into the combined 
method. With these assurances the ac¬ 
curacy and sensitivity obtained in deter¬ 
mining the presence of the bacteria by 
separate tests will not be compromised. 


Accordingly, the Commissioner pro¬ 
poses that the regulation bo amended to 
combine both methods into a single pro¬ 
cedure under the heading “Anaerobes" 
in 5 630.74(a). 

Pertinent background data and infor¬ 
mation on which the Commissioner re¬ 
lies in proposing this regulation are on 
public display in the office of the Hearing 
Clerk, Food and Drug Administration. 
Rm. 4-65. 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, 
MD 20852. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Public Health Service Act (sec. 351, 
58 St-t. 702 as amended: 42 UJ3.C. 262) 
and under* authority delegated to him 
(21 CFR 2.120). the Commissioner pro¬ 
poses that Part 630 be amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

1. In 4 630.70 by revising paragraph 
(b) to read as follows: 

§ 630.70 Smallpox virrinr. 

• • • • • 

<b> Strains of virus. The strain of seed 
virus used in the manufacture of Small¬ 
pox Vaccine shall be identified by his¬ 
torical records Including origin end 
manipulation, shall be sterile when 
tested by the procedure prescribed in 
4 610.12 of this chapter, and shall be der- 
matropic when tested by a rabbit scari¬ 
fication procedure available upon request 
from the Director. Bureau of Biologies. 
In addition, any new strain shall bo 
shown not to produce a reactivity in man 
exceeding that produced by the Refer¬ 
ence Smallnox Vaccine. 

2. In 4 630.73 by revising the Introduc¬ 
tory paragraph, revoking and reserving 
paragraph (a), and revising paragraph 
(b)(2) to read as follow's: 

§ 630.73 Potency tcM. 

Each filling of Smallpox Vaccine shall 
be tested for potency by the “pock count" 
method as follows: 

(a) I Reserved 1 

(b) • • • 

(2) Inoculation of emhryonated chicken 
eggs. The chorioallantoic membranes 
of each of at least five embryonated 
chicken eggs shall be inoculated with 
0.1 milliliter for each virus dilution of 
both the test vaccine and the reference 
vaccine, after which the eggs shall be 
incubated at 37* C for 48 hours. 

• • • • • 

3. In 4 630.74 by revising paragraph 
(a) and revoking and reserving para¬ 
graph (b> as follows: 

(a) Anaerobes. A 10-milliliter sample 
representative of the homogenized viral 
harvest or pool of several viral harvests 
shall be tested for the presence of anaer¬ 
obes in the following manner: Prior to 
the addition of preservatives other than 
glycerin, the test sample shall be Inocu¬ 
lated into freshly heated Fluid Thlogly- 
collate Medium or Smith fermentatidh 
tubes containing freshly heated Thlogly- 
collate Broth Medium using a ratio of 
inoculum to culture medium sufficient for 
optimal bacterial growth. The test vessels 
shall be Incubated at 35* to 37' C and ob¬ 
served daily for 10 days for evidence of 
bacterial growth. Within 24 to 48 hours of 
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on Indication that there may be anaer¬ 
obic growth. 1.0-milliliter samples from 
each vessel showing growth shall be inoc¬ 
ulated'subcutaneously into each of at 
least three mice weighing not more than 
2) grams each, and into each of three 
guinea pigs weighing not more than 350 
grams each. The animals shall be ob- 
r-rved daily for 6 days for signs of 
tetanus or presence of other anaerobes. 
If the animals show no signs of tetanus 
cr presence of other anaerobes, addi¬ 
tional groups of the same types and num¬ 
bers of animals shall be injected 9 days 
after the original planting with 1.0-milll- 
liter samples from each test vessel show¬ 
ing growth. The animals shall be ob¬ 
served daily for 6 days for signs of teta¬ 
nus or presence of other anaerobes. If 
any animals die within 3 days without 
having shown signs of tetanus or pres¬ 
ence of other anaerobes, the test shall 
be repeated within 18 hours of the deaths, 
with 0.1-milliliter samples of the culture 
from which that animal was Inoculated. 
Samples from the culture shall be in¬ 
jected into each of three additional test 
animals of the same species and the ani¬ 
mals observed daily for 6 days. If there 
Is any evidence of the presence of patho¬ 
genic anaerobes, the viral harvest may 
not be used in the manufacture of Small¬ 
pox Vaccine. 

<b> (Reserved] 


4. In S 630.84 by revising paragraph 
<c) to read as follows: 

§ 630.8-1 Potency 

0 0 0 9m 

(c) Heated vaccine. 8amples of dried 
vaccine from final containers shall be 
taken at random and tested as prescribed 
in, and shall meet the potency require¬ 
ments of, 1 630.73(b) (4) (iv). 

Interested persons may. on or before 
April 14, 1975, flic with the Hearing 
Cleric. Food and Drug Administration. 
Rm 4-65, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, 
MD 20852. written commepts (preferably 
inqulntuplicate) regarding this proposal. 
Received comments may be seen in the 
above office during working hours. Mon¬ 
day through Friday. 

Dated: March 10. 1975. 

8am D. Fine. 

Associate Commissioner for 
Compliance . 

|PR DOC.75—6737 Filed 3-13 75:8:45 am) 


Office of Education 
[45 CFR Part 126] 

SUPPLEMENTARY EDUCATIONAL CEN¬ 
TERS AND SERVICES SPECIAL PRO¬ 
GRAMS AND PROJECTS 

Proposed Funding Criteria for Fiscal Year 
1975 

Pursuant to the authority contained 
In Title HI of the Elementary and Sec¬ 
ondary Education Act of 1965. as 
amended <20 UB.C. 841 et seq), notice 
is hereby given that the Commissioner 
of Education, with the approval of the 


Secretary of Health. Education, and 
Welfare, proposes to establish funding 
criteria set forth in the Appendix below 
for Fiscal Year 1975 applications for 
grants under section 306 of Title m of 
the Elementary and Secondary Educa¬ 
tion Act of 1965, as amended <20 U.8.C. 
844b). 

Program purpose. The Commissioner 
is authorized to make grants to a local 
educational agency or agencies in a State 
from the amount allotted, but deter¬ 
mined by the Commissioner not to be 
required for that or another State under 
Title m, ESEA. These grants may be 
made for projects which make “a sub¬ 
stantial contribution to the solution of 
critical cducatloAal problems common to 
all or several States/* and have one or 
more of the following purposes: <a) 
Planning for and taking other steps lead¬ 
ing to the development of programs de¬ 
signed to: Establish or expand exem¬ 
plary and innovative educational pro¬ 
grams which will stimulate the adoption 
of 6uch programs in the schools of the 
State: or establish, maintain, operate or 
expand programs designed to enrich the 
programs of local elementary and sec¬ 
ondary schools and to offer a diverse 
range of educational experience to stu¬ 
dents of varying talents and needs by 
providing supplementary services and ac¬ 
tivities, especially through new and im¬ 
proved approaches; and <b) testing stu¬ 
dents and Improving guidance and coun¬ 
seling services in the pu&H? &nd private 
elementary and secondary schools and in 
junior colleges and technical institutes 
In the State. 

Interested parties are invited to sub¬ 
mit. written comments, suggestions, or 
objections regarding the proposed fund¬ 
ing criteria to the Director, ESEA, Title 
in. Section 306, Room 3516, Regional 
Office Building Three (ROB 3). 7th and 
D Streets. SW.. Washington. D C. 20202. 
Comments and suggestions or objections 
submitted In writing will be available 
for review in the above office between 
the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 pm., 
Monday through Friday of each week. 

All relevant material must be received 
on or before Anril 14. 1975, unless such 
30th dav is a Saturday. Sunday or Fed¬ 
eral holiday, in which case such material 
must be received by the next following 
business day. 

Dated: February 16, 1975. 

T. H. Bell, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education. 

Approved: March 10,1975. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 

Secretary of Health, 

Education), and Welfare . 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.516, Special Programs and 
Projects of the Elementary and Secondary 
Sducatlon Act of 1065, as amended. Title HI. 
Sec 306) 

Appxndix 

I. Types of applications. A. Many innova¬ 
tive approaches contributing to the solution 
to national education problems have been de¬ 
veloped In past years with Title III funds and 


other monies. Emphasis for Section 306 
grants for Fiscal Year 1975 has been placed 
on the dissemination and diffusion of suc¬ 
cessful educational programs and practices 
In areas of national concern. Therefore, ap¬ 
plications for the following three types of 
projects will be given priority In the award 
of grants: 

1. Developer-Demonstration Projects. Proj¬ 
ects In which a local educational agency that 
has successfully Implemented an exemplary 
approach to the solution of an educational 
problem common to all or several 8tales 
undertakes to aid other local educational 
agencies (through such activities as training 
and dissemination activities) in adopting 
that approach. Of particular Interest are 
projects which have successfully imple¬ 
mented preschool programs which serve the 
needs of parents and other persons relating 
to preschool children. 

2. Statewide Facilitator Projects. Projects 
In which a local educational agency In co¬ 
operation with the State educational agency 
assists other local educational agencies 
within Its own State to find an appropriate 
Developer-Demonstration program Mi 
under category I.A.l. above and F. below to 
meet their educational needs. 

3. Replication of Projects Validated by 
Office of Education. Projects in which a local 
educational agency having large numbers or 
proportions of children with deficiencies In 
reading and mathematics undertakes to rep¬ 
lica to compensatory education programs 
•'Project Information Packages"* (hereinafter 
referred to as PiPs) which have been vali¬ 
dated by the Office of Education and which 
are appropriate to the demonstrated needs of 
the district. 

B. The Commissioner has also assigned 
priority to helping the schools assume a sub¬ 
stantially new role In assisting parents and 
parenting persons, such as day care center 
and nursery school workers, babysitters, and 
other persons having direct contact with 
young children, to respond more effectively 
to the needs and potential of young children. 
Applications are aourht for the establishment 
In school districts of early childhood outreach 
programs which extend school services to the 
^community and home. 

C. The Commissioner has also recognized 
the fact that many local school district ad¬ 
ministrators are requesting training in the 
application of performance-based manage¬ 
ment techniques to assure optimal use of 
limited resources to meet the most critical 
educational needs of their schools. Applica¬ 
tions may therefore be made for support of 
short term training programs In the imple¬ 
mentation of performance-based manage¬ 
ment approaches such as Management By 
Objectives (MBO). Applicants may choose 
from among a number of already developed 
performance-based training approaches listed 
by tho funding agency, or they may select 
another already developed program. 

D. In addition, educational problems asso¬ 
ciated with child abuse and neglect have been 
Identified a* a national educational problem. 
Therefore, priority will also be given to appli¬ 
cations for projects In which a local educa¬ 
tional agency implements a comprehensive 
demonstration program to provide more ef¬ 
fective educational services to victims of 
child abuse and neglect enrolled In elemen¬ 
tary and secondary schools. 

E. Pursuant to section 306(b) of the Act. 
grants will be made to local educational 
agencies to develop. Implement or aid In tho 
adoption of programs designed to meet the 
special educational needs of handicapped 
children. Priority will be given to projects 
holding promise of having a favorable early 
impact upon the education of handicapped 
children. 
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F. The Commissioner to also Interested in 
special programs for the teaching of stand* 
ard mathematics In schools with large num¬ 
bers of children with severe deficiencies in 
mathematics through instruction in ad¬ 
vanced mathematics by qualified Instructors 
with bachelor degrees or above in mathe¬ 
matics or the mathematical sciences or 
equivalent experience. Application* may be 
submitted for a Developer-Demonstration 
Project (see I.A.1) with this program focus 
or far a one-year careful replication and 
evaluation of an already developed program. 

120 DAC. 041. 843(b). 814 . 844b: 8. Hep. Ho. 
834. 91st Cong.. 2d Bess. 27-28 (1970)) 

n. General criteria for Che ** lection o/ ap¬ 
plication*. General program criteria were 
published in the Frawu. Rxasmc* on August 
13. 1974. at 39 PR 39000. as part of the notice 
of proposed rulo making. When republlnbed 
In final form, these criteria will become effec¬ 
tive. Additionally, review criteria found in 
45 CPU 100a^6<b) (33 PR 30604. published 
November 6. 1973) ore applicable to grants 
mode under this program. 

(20 U.8.C. 843(b). 844. 844b) 

m. Additional criteria tar each type of 
application. The following criteria will be 
used in Judging the specific type of project 
application indicated: 

A. Developer-Demonstration Profact *. Ac¬ 
tivities supportable with project funds will 
Include the development and dissemination 
of a variety of Information packages about 
the exemplary approach being demonstrated, 
the refinement of training materials for use 
with school districts planning to adopt the 
approach, the maintenance of a small starr 
to provide training to potential adopters at 
the development site and limited technical 
assistance at adopted altos, and other ac¬ 
tivities clearly related to the demonstration 
nature of the project. School districts must 
agree to cover the operational costa of the 
project as it serves local school children with 
State and local funds. The developer-demon¬ 
stration project will not cover these opera¬ 
tional costs. 

1. The approach to be demonstrated will 
be Judged by its degree of excmplnrtnecs as 
characterised by: 

a. The extent to which the project con¬ 
stitutes a comprehensive means of meeting 
a critical national educational need or a 
problem common to all or several states: 

b. The extent of the availability of tho 
components required to Implement the ap¬ 
proach. Including material products, train¬ 
ing. detailed documentation regarding needs 
addressed, target population characteristics* 
staffing, Institutional setting, parent and 
community Involvement, objectives, pro¬ 
cedures and activities, evaluation design and 
outcomes, and costs; 

c. The extent to which a wide range of 
school districts would find the approach 
practicable for adoption relative to Instruc¬ 
tional methodology, materials, equipment, 
and facilities, management scheduling, and 
assessment: 

d The degree of innovativeness of the ap¬ 
proach; and 

e. Availability of statistically significant, 
evidence that In at least two previous Imple¬ 
mentations of the approach with comparable 
groups (eltherln the name year or two suc¬ 
ceeding years), the approach bos demon¬ 
strated a high degree of success in the 
achievement of Us major objectives. 

X The project will also be judged by the 
extent to which the application sots forth 
procedures far: 

a. Disseminating Information about the 
approach In a variety of ways and levels of 
specificity; 


b. Making readily available materia! prod¬ 
ucts to potential adopters; and 

a Providing them with training and other 
kind* of technical aulntance required to 
implement the approach in a new location. 

B. Statewide facilitator project*. A state¬ 
wide facilitator will be furnished with a list 
of and information ab vut exemplary ap¬ 
proaches selected under I.A.1. above and H 
below (Developer-Demonstration Projects) 
by the Office of Education. The facilitator 
will then assist local educational agencies in 
its awn State to select programs for replica¬ 
tion from among the selected dev eloper-dem¬ 
onstration approaches, as follows: 

1. Funds will be made available to sup¬ 
port a small core staff who will perform a 
variety of activities such as: 

a. Providing detailed information about 
the available demonstration approaches se¬ 
lected to interested school district* within 
the Stale: 

b. Assisting local school districts to match 
need* with the moct appropriate developer- 
demonstration approach; and 

c. Implementing the project with a small 
experienced stall who win seek to promote 
actual adoption within their State of the 
exemplary approaches before the end of the 
1075-78 school year or at the beginning of 
the next school year. 

C. Replication of Project* Validated by the 
Office of Education. The Office of Education 
ha* identified six exemplary compensatory 
education programs "Project Information 
Packages" (hereinafter referred to as PIPs) 
which have been validated. Local educa¬ 
tional agencies which have had applications 
approved under this category will replicate 
at least one mich program consistent with 
local educational need* a* determined by the 
Office of Education. 

1. Grant funds will provide support for a 
full-time project director with support serv¬ 
ice*. technical assistance from districts and 
persons involved In the development and 
Implementation of the successful approach, 
materials and supplies referenced or Included 
In the PIP. and for a locally designed 
evaluation. 

2. The foil owing'criteria will be used to 
select applicants who will replicate a PIP 
approach: 

a. The extent to which the applicant local 
educational agency provides evidence that 
IChtiH a high concentration of students with 
severe deficiencies in reading or mathe- 
mattnf 

b. The extent to which the district can 
provide the necessary human and material 
resources using State and local fund* to im¬ 
plement an exemplary program: and 

c. The extent to which the application sets 
forth a cohesive plan to tattlaee evaluation 
on the effect. Implementation, and design 
of the PIPs. The evaluation should Include 
establishment by the applicant district of 
two camparlaon groups, one of which would 
serve as tho experimental group using test¬ 
ing. Interviews, questionnaires, and contlnu- 
ou* classroom monitoring. 

D. Early Childhood Outreach Projects. 
School districts may apply Cor support to 
Implement a now preschool effort designed 
to help parents and parenting persons pro¬ 
vide more effectively for the early education 
ad children in the home, day care centers, or 
eiae where. 

1. Grant fund* will be made available to 
support a full-time project director with 
credentials and experience In early child¬ 
hood educAtlon/chtld development and par¬ 
ent Involvement and education: secretarial 
assistance: local travel; and library resources, 
such a* printed and audiovisual materials 
sod toys; and program evaluation. 

2. The criteria used to review these appli¬ 
cation* are as follows: 


a. The extent to which the applicant local 
educational agency provides evidence of tho 
need for an early childhood outreach pro¬ 
gram: 

b. The extent to which the applicant pro¬ 
vides evidence indicating community inter¬ 
est In early childhood education; 

c. The extent to which the proposed ac¬ 
tivity build* upon earlier preschool initiatives 
on the part of the applicant district; 

d. The extent to which the district will 
make available focilltlee and resources to 
accommodate the program and can demon¬ 
strate past commitment to opening school 
facilities to various community activities; 

•- The extent to which the proposed out¬ 
reach program Includes carefully defined 
goals and specific activities to meet the goals 
which respond to the varied preschool needs 
Identified: and 

f- The extent to which the proponed pro¬ 
gram Includes o plan for coordinating activ¬ 
ities and service* with those af other local 
Institutions and organizations serving fam¬ 
ilies with young children. 

E. Child Abase and Neglect Project *. 
School districts may apply for support to Im¬ 
plement a comprehensive progr a m which will 
prepare teachers to: 

1. Identify children who axe victims of 
child abuse and neglect; 

2. Make proper referral of theee children 
to other Individuals or agencies for hslp; ami 

3. Work more effectively with such children 
tn their classrooms and with the children's 
parent* 

The criteria used to review these applica¬ 
tions are sa follows: 

1. The extent to which the critical nature 
of the child abuse and neglect problem to 
be attacked by the project Is supported by 
specific data collected systematically in the 
local school district; 

2. The extent to which the proposed proj¬ 
ect builds upon local experiences in attempt¬ 
ing to prepare teachers to identify and pro¬ 
vide appropriate services to victims of child 
abuse and neglect enrolled In their class* 
room; 

3. The extent to which the project repre¬ 
sents an Innovative, comprehensive strategy 
tor enabling the schools to contribute ef¬ 
fectively to reducing the Incidence and effect* 
of child abuse aud neglect: and 

4. The extent to which the application 
reflect* a knowledge of Slate and local laws 
which affect the school's role In coping with 
child abuse and neglect. 

F. Projects Aiding Handicapped Children. 
Projects will be Judged by the some criteria 
as the Developer-Demonstration Projects os 
described under m.A.1. above. In addition, 
priority will be given local school districts 
which apply for funds for one-year develop¬ 
mental projects which hold promise of hav¬ 
ing a favorable early lmjnct upon the 
education of handicapped children In the 
following arena of focus: Early childhood 
education, education of the severely handi¬ 
capped (severely emotionally disturbed— 
schizophrenic and nnttstlc. profoundly and 
severely mentally retarded, those having two 
or more serious handicapping conditions— 
mentally retarded-deaf and mentally re¬ 
tarded-blind. etc ), career education, and 
question* Involving the placement of handi¬ 
capped children tn the regular classroom. 
These projects may be new efforts or may 
represent a development of an operating 
program. 

G Profeatr to Train Locrf School Adminis¬ 
trators in Performance*-Based Management 
Approaches Districts may apply for support 
to conduct a short term training program 
to enable local school administrators to ef¬ 
fectively implement performance-based man¬ 
agement approaches such ss Management by 
Objectives. Applicant districts may choose 
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from a number of training programs Identi¬ 
fied by the funding agency or may request 
funds to Implement another performance- 
baaed management approach training pro¬ 
gram of their own selection. In the latter 
cose a full description of the training pro¬ 
gram. as well as evidence that the program 
has been judged effective In earlier testa, 
must be Included with the application. 

1. Grant funds will support the instruc¬ 
tional fees, travel, and per diem of the 
trainers; materials and supplies associated 
with tho training; local travel and per diem 
of trainees if necessary; and an evaluation of 
the effectiveness of the training. 

2. The criteria used to review these appli¬ 
cations are as follows; 

a. Tho extent to which the applicant dis¬ 
trict provides evidence of consensus among 
local school administrators from the School 
Principals to the Superintendent for the 
need for training In the Implementation of 
a performance-based management approach. 

b The extent to which the local educa¬ 
tional agency presents a concise statement 
of the problems which It believes can be re¬ 
solved through use of the approach selected. 

c. The extent to which the applicant pro¬ 
vides evidence of a long-term concern about 
Improved local school management; and 

d The extent to which the district com¬ 
mits Itself to Implementing the management 
approach district-wide for a minimum of a 
full school year following the training. 

H. * Projects to diffuse or to field test 
mathematic* program* taught bp mathe¬ 
matic* specialist*, l. School districts may 
apply for support to help other school dis¬ 
tricts adopt an exemplary program involving 
mathematics specialists in the teaching of 
standard mathematics through advanced 
mathematics instruction In schools with 
large numbers of children with severe de¬ 
ficiencies In mathematics. Criteria to be used 
in the review of such applications are found 
In III .A. 

Developer-Demonstration Project*. 2. 
School districts may also apply to replicate 
and evaluate an already developed mathe¬ 
matics program with the some charac¬ 
teristics. 

a. Grant funds for the replication and 
evaluation project will be made available 
for a full-time project director, secretarial 
assistance, the instructional services of 
mathematics specialists, program evaluation, 
local travel, consultant services and materials 
and supplies. 

b The criteria used to review these appli¬ 
cations are as follows: 

L The extent to which the applicant local 
school district provides evidence that It has 
a high concentration of students with severe 
deficiencies la mathematics; 

II. The extent to which the applicant dis¬ 
trict provides a detailed description of the 
program proposed for Implementation, in¬ 
cluding Its rationale, objectives, activities 
SUIT requirements, material requirements, 
and previous evaluation findings; 

III. The extent to which the local educa¬ 
tional agency provides evidence of earlier 
attempts to solve the local mathematics 
achievement problems and present* strong 
reasons for greater expectations for success 
from the proposed program; 

Iv. The extent to which the applicant dis¬ 
trict provides evidence of Us Intent and 
capability to continue the program with 
State and local funds If It proves successful 
locally; and 

v. The extent to which the application sets 
forth a cohesive plan to evaluate the effects 
and Implementation of the new program. 
The evaluation thould Include (a) establish¬ 
ment by the applicant district of two com¬ 
parison groups, one of which would serve 
as the experimental group, (b) valid and 


reliable data collection Instruments, and (c) 
appropriate data analysis techniques 

IV. Priority Order for Selecting Project j. 
Applications meeting the “general criteria’ 4 
I See II above) and the “additional criteria* 4 
(See m above) will be selected for funding 
according to the following priority order: 

A. Currently funded Developer-Demon¬ 
stration Projects. Statewide Facilitator Proj¬ 
ects. “Project Information Package" Replica¬ 
tion Projects, and Child Abuse and Neglect 
Projects which have performed satisfactorily 
during the past year. 

B. Projects which in addition to projects 
under A are necessary to meet the legislative 
sct-a«lde for the education of handicapped 
children. 

C. New Projects in each of the following 

areas: 

1. Developer Demonstrator projects in 
home-based preschool education and projects 
which provide early childhood outreach pro¬ 
grams. 

2. Projects which provide short-term train¬ 
ing programs for local school administrators 
to atsiu them in Implementing performance- 
based management approaches such as Man¬ 
agement by Objectives. 

3. Developer-Demonstration and replica¬ 
tion projects which provide for mathematics 
programs tauirht by mathematics specialists. 

4. State Facilitate r Projects. 

5. New Developer-Demonstration Projects. 

The Commissioner will use taU discretion. 

con-litent with the overall merit of the 
proposals submitted and each State’s allot¬ 
ment, to determine the number of projects 
and the amounts of money to be used In 
each of the?e areas. 

(20 U.8.C. 8«3fb), 844, 844b; 8. Rep. No 834, 
91st Oong.. 2d Sess. 27-28 (1970)) 

|FR Doc.76-6758 Plied 3-13-76:8:45 am| 


Public Health Service 
[ 42 CFR Part 71 J 
HON HU MAN PRIMATES 
Propoied Restrictions on Importation 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Assistant Secretary for Health of the 
Department of Health. Education, and 
Welfare, with the approval of the Sec¬ 
retary of Health. Education, and Wel¬ 
fare. proposes to amend Subpart J, of 
Part 71. Title 42. Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations by deleting all requirements in 
55 71.154 and 71.155 related to non¬ 
human primates (therein referred to as 
monkeys) a^d by establishing a new 
Subpart J-3, Importation of Nonhuman 
Primates, as set forth below. In order to 
< 1) provide a general prohibition on the 
Importation of nonhuman primates ex¬ 
cept for bona fide scientific or education¬ 
al purposes or for exhibition and (2) 
provide mandatory disease surveillance 
a* d control procedures for nonhuman 
primates imported under the provisions 
of this regulation. 

Each year, approximately 75,000- 
100,000 nonhuman primates are im¬ 
ported into the United States. It is esti¬ 
mated that half of these animals are 
Imported for scientific purposes, about 
half for sale as pets, and a few for 
exhibition. 

Because nonhuman primates are 
closely related phylogenetlcally to man, 
these animals have proven to be uniquely 
useful in scientific studies of many 
human diseases. For the same reason. 


they are susceptible to and transmit 
many organLsms that are known to be 
pathogenic for humans. In addition, 
nonhuman primates have diseases to 
which humans are not ordinarily ex¬ 
posed in nature. Some of these infections 
may have serious consequences for the 
health of persons exposed to these ani¬ 
mals in captivity. 

Investigations have shown that non- 
hunian primates are a significant source 
and reservoir of infectious diseases af¬ 
fecting humans. In the United States, 
human infections documented as being 
acquired from nonhuman primates in¬ 
clude hepatitis, tuberculosis, monkey B 
virus infections, shigellosis, salmonello¬ 
sis, Yaba-like disease, superficial my¬ 
coses, and parasitic infections. In addi- 
dition to the above corditlons, infections 
acquired from nonhuman primates in 
other countries include but ore not 
limited to M~rburg disease, Kya^onur 
Forest disease, monkeypox, yellow 
fever, rabies, and malaria. Many of (he 
reported 1 fections have been clinically 
severe, and a number have resulted in 
death or long-term disability. 

Data indicate that the rate of tuber¬ 
culin conversion from negative to posi¬ 
tive Is 27 times higher for laboratory 
workers exposed to monkeys than for the 
general population and that viral hepa¬ 
titis attack rates are similarly different. 

Numerous studies of nonhuman pri¬ 
mates in the countries of origin, at the 
time of lm»x>rtati->n, and at various pe¬ 
riods of time after importation have 
demonstrated that they are frequently 
carriers of a wide variety of infectious 
agents potentially transmissible to hu¬ 
mans. Considering the numerous infec¬ 
tious agents involved and the unavail* 
ability of reliable screening procedures 
for these agents, it is impossible to de¬ 
velop a testing program for nonhumAn 
primates that would provide reasonable 
assurance of freedom from infectious 
diseases transmissible to man. 

The fact that freedom from infectious 
diseases communicable to man cannot be 
assured In nonhuman primates is an Im¬ 
portant consideration for nonhuman 
primates sold in the pet trade. In con¬ 
trast to purchasers of these animals for 
scientific and educational purposes and 
for exhibition, persons purchasing non- 
human primates for use as pets In the 
United States are generally not aware 
that these animals con be trapped In a 
jungle and be In their possession within 
a matter of days, having had virtually no 
screening for infectious disease. Neither 
are they generally aware of the health 
hazards posed by these animals. A sig¬ 
nificant segment of the general public 
could be exposed to such hazards merely 
by visiting retail stores, offering non¬ 
human primates for sale as pets. Health 
risk to the general public posed by per¬ 
mitting persons to obtain no more than 
two nonhuman primates abroad for their 
personal use is slight because opportu¬ 
nity for exposure of the public to such 
animals would be limited. 

Recognizing the human health hazard 
Posed by nonhuman primates, the State 
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of California has implemented a quaran¬ 
tine propram for nonhuman primates 
entering the State, and Colorado has 
banned the sale of pet nonhuxnan pri¬ 
mates. The State of Georgia is expected 
to restrict the sale of nonhuman pri¬ 
mates for use as pets in the near future 
under the provisions of a recently passed 
law. England and Germany have strin¬ 
gent quarantine measures for imported 
nonhuman primates that have in effect 
banned the importation of nonhuman 
primates for use as pets. Norway also 
prohibits importation of nonhuman pri¬ 
mates for sale as pets. 

In addition to banning commercial im¬ 
portation into the United States of non¬ 
human primates for sale as pets, the pro¬ 
posed regulation would change quaran¬ 
tine and disease control measures for 
these animals in several significant ways. 
At present, arriving animals are in¬ 
spected for evidence of communicable 
disease at the port of entry. Because the 
animals may be incubating disease or 
fail to show readily apparent signs of 
infections, the present procedure is In¬ 
adequate. Therefore, a system of post- 
importation surveillance is proposed, 
with the primary responsibility for such 
surveillance resting with the importer. 

As proposed, the regulation would re¬ 
quire importers to report by telephone, 
within 24 hours, the occurrence of (1) 
illness in any member of their staff sus¬ 
pected of being infectious disease ac¬ 
quired from nonhuman primates, (2) 
any Illness in nonhuman primates that 
is suspected of being yellow fever, mon¬ 
keypox, or Marburg disease, and f3> 
deaths in nonhuman primates resulting 
from any illness or illnesses within any 
consecutive 7-day period of 10 percent 
or more of a group consisting of 20 or 
more nonhuman primates. The third 
requirement has been proposed because 
a high death loss over a short period of 
time in a group of nonhuman primates 
may indicate an outbreak of a disease 
with public health significance such as 
Marburg disease. 

In addition, importers would be re¬ 
quired to submit reports annually or 
quarterly depending on the number of 
nonhuman primates received in a cal¬ 
endar year. Information required In 
these reports would Include Incidence 
of diseases such as tuberculosis and other 
data necessary for development of con¬ 
trol progT&ms. 

Registration of importers Is also pro¬ 
posed to permit Identification of cur¬ 
rently active importers and to assess the 
level of containment for infectious dis¬ 
ease afforded by the importer's facilities. 
As used in the proposed regulation, the 
term Importer would Include zoos and 
other consignees* that receive nonhuman 
primates within a period of 31 days after 
importation, whether or not such pri¬ 
mates were held for part of this period 
at another location. The 31-day period 
is used because the incubation period for 
most nonhuman primate zoonoses of 
public health significance Is less than 
31 days. As noted below. It is intended 
to make any amendments that may be 


adopted effective 60 days after publica¬ 
tion in final form in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. Accordingly, registration will be re¬ 
quired, as a matter of law, on and after 
that date. 

In addition, specific provisions per¬ 
taining to yellow fever control In non¬ 
human primates are deleted from 
171.154(e). The current provisions In 
this regard are at best difficult to enforce, 
the risk of possible introduction by these 
animals is small, and the proposed sur¬ 
veillance system provides a more effec¬ 
tive mechanism for detecting infected 
animals after entry. 

Accordingly, Part 71 of Title 42, Code 
of Federal Regulations, would be Revised 
aa set forth below. 

Inquiries' should be addressed and 
data, views, and arguments submitted 
In writing, in triplicate, to the Director, 
Center for Disease Control. 1600 Clifton 
Road. NE., Atlanta. Georgia 30333. on or 
before April 14. 1975. Comments received 
will be available for public inspection In 
Room 509, Building B, Center for Disease 
Control, between the hours of 8 am. 
and 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday. 
Any amendments that may be adopted 
will become effective 60 days after publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. 

(Sec. SOI. 58 Stat. 703 (42 US.C. 384) > 

Dated: December 13,1974. 

Charles C. Edwards. 

Assistant Secretary for Health. 

Approved: March 10,1975. 

Caspar W. Weinberger. 

Secretary. 

1. Amend the headings in the Table 
of Contents for Subpart J, Part 71, Sub¬ 
chapter F, by deleting all references to 
monkeys. As thus amended, the headings 
would road as follows: 

See. 

71.151 Uthvrbnubei. 

71.154 Dogs and cats. 

71.155 Dogs and cats; disposal at excluded 

animals. 

7! 156 Etiological agents and vectors. 

71.157 Dead bodies. 

2. Amend 9$ 71.154 and 71.156 of Sub¬ 
part J by deleting ail references to mon¬ 
keys and by updating organizational 
designations. As thus amended. 19 71.154 
and 71.155 would read as follows: 

g 71.131 Dogs ami cals. 

(a) Definitions . As used In this section 
and 9 71.155. the term: 

(1) “Confinement" meant restriction 
of on animal by the owner or his agent 
to a building or other enclosure in isola^ 
tion from other animals and from per¬ 
sons except for contact necessary for its 
care, or if it is allowed out of such en¬ 
closure. muzzling the animal and keep¬ 
ing It on a leash. 

(2) "Dog" includes all domestic and 
wild members of the dog family (Cani- 
dae). 

(3) "Cat" includes all domestic and 
wild members of the cat family (Feli¬ 
dae). 


(4) "United States" means the United 
States, Its territories, and possessions 
(other than the Canal Zone). 

(5) "Zoological park" means a place, 
premises, or an establishment main¬ 
tained for the exhibition of live animals 
for recreational or educational purposes. 

(b) General requirements —<1> In¬ 
spection by quarantine officer. All dogs 
and cats brought Into the United States 
from any foreign country shall be in¬ 
spected by the quarantine officer at the 
port of arrival. Only animals in which 
no evidence of communicable disease 
(see 9 71.1(b)) Is revealed shall be 
admitted. 

(2> Examination by veterinarian; de¬ 
tention of animals. When a deg or cat 
does not appear to be in good health on 
arrival (l.e.. It has such symptoms as 
emaciation, lesions of the skin, nervous 
system disturbances, jaundice, or diar¬ 
rhea) . the medical officer in charge may 
give the owner or his agent an oppor¬ 
tunity to call in a licensed veterinarian 
to examine the animal and give or ar¬ 
range for any tests or treatment indi¬ 
cated. The medical officer In charge will 
consider the findings of any such exami¬ 
nation and tests in determining whether 
the animal may have a communicable 
disease. The owner shall bear the ex¬ 
pense of such examination, tests, and 
treatment. When it is necessary to de¬ 
tain an animal pending determination 
of its admissibility, the owner or his 
agent shall provide satisfactory deten¬ 
tion facilities which in the Judgment of 
the medical officer in charge will afford 
protection against existence of a health 
hazard. The owner or his agent shall 
bear the expense of such detention. De¬ 
tention 6hall be accomplished at the port 
of arrival, except that the Director of the 
Quarantine Division, Bureau of Epide¬ 
miology. Center for Disease Control, 
Public Health Service, may issue instruc¬ 
tions specifying control measures under 
which animals may be shipped to their 
destination pending determination of 
their admissibility. 

(3) Report of sickness or death: ex¬ 
posed animals. (D A record of sickness 
or death of dogs or cats en route to the 
UhJted States shall be made by the per¬ 
son responsible for the care of the 
animals and shall be submitted to the 
quarantine officer at the port of arrival. 
Animals sick or dead en route or on ar¬ 
rival shall be separated from other ani¬ 
mals as soon as discovered and held, 
pending any necessary examination as 
determined by the medical officer in 
charge. 

(U) When a dog or cat appears healthy 
but has been exposed during shipment to 
a sick or dead animal suspected of having 
a communicable disease, the exposed ani¬ 
mal shall be admitted only If tests or 
other examination made at a time when 
infection with communicable disease 
could be determined reveals no evidence 
that the animal may be Infected with 
such disease. The provisions of subpara¬ 
graph (2) of this paragraph shall be ap¬ 
plicable to such tests or other examina¬ 
tion. 
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<4) Sanitation. When the quarantine 
officer finds that the cages or other con¬ 
tainers of dogs or cats arriving in the 
United States are in an unsanitary con¬ 
dition that may constitute a health 
hazard: 

<1> The animals shall not be admitted 
in such containers unless the owner or 
his agent has the containers cleaned; and 

(it) The quarantine officer shall report 
the matter to the UJ3. Customs Sendee 
officer for investigation pursuant to 
Customs* regulations regarding importa¬ 
tion of animals under Inhumane or un- 
henlf.iiful conditions (10 CFR I3.26(k)>. 

(c) Dogs only: rabies vaccination, (1) 
Rubles vaccination is required for a dog 
that is brought into the United States, 
unless; 

Cl) The animal is a wild member of the 
dog family. In which case It may be ad¬ 
mitted, but for at least six months after 
admission the owner or his agent shall 
restrict It to a building or other enclosure 
In isolation from other animals and from 
persons except for contact necessary for 
Its care, or 

(ii> For the six months before arrival 
the dog has been only in a country de¬ 
termined by the Public Health Service to 
be rabies-free.’ or 

fill) The owner submits evidence satis¬ 
factory to the quarantine officer that the 
dog Is destined for a zoological park, or 
that It is destined for a research estab¬ 
lishment and vaccination would seriously 
interfere with Its use for scientific investi¬ 
gation, or 

(tv) T7ie dog on arrival Is less than 
three months of age. in which case it may 
be admitted but shall be placed in con¬ 
finement. and the owner shall certify that 
the dog will be vaccinated at three 
months of age and remain in confinement 
for at least one month after vaccination. 

<2> Vaccination shall have been ac¬ 
complished with nervous-tissue vaccine 
more than one month but not more than 
12 months before the dog’s arrival or 
with chicken-embryo vaccine more than 
one month but not more than 36 months 
before arrival. 

(3) Where vaccination is required, the 
dog shall be accompanied by a valid cer¬ 
tificate of rabies vaccination. This cer¬ 
tificate shall: Cll identify the dog, (il) be 
signed by a licensed veterinarian, and 
<iii) specify that such veterinarian vac¬ 
cinated the dog with "nervous-tissue" 
vaccine or with "chicken-embryo" vac¬ 
cine on a stated date within the respec¬ 
tive time limits provided in subparagraph 
(2) of this paragraph. 

(4) If a dog that is subject to vaccina¬ 
tion arrives without a valid certificate of 
rabies vaccination, it shall not be ad¬ 
mitted until it has been vaccinated (ex¬ 
cept as provided In subparagraph (5) of 
this paragraph). The owner shall arrange 
for and bear the expense of this vaccina¬ 
tion. Upon admission the dog shall be 


■A current list of rabies-free countries 
may be obtained from the Director. Center for 
Disease Control. Attn: Quarantine Division. 
Bureau of Epidemiology. Atlanta. Georgia 

30333. 


placed in confinement for at least 30 
days. 

(5) If a dog arrives with a certificate 
which is valid except that vaccination 
was received less than one month before 
arrival, the dog may be admitted but 
shall be placed In confinement until at 
least 30 days have elapsed since 
vaccination. 

C6> In no case will vaccination be 
recognized if performed on a dog less 
than three months of age. 

<d> Does and cats: special provisions. 
Notwithstanding other provisions of this 
section, if a dog or cat comes from a 
locality having a high Incidence of rabies 
and under conditions otherwise indicat¬ 
ing that a special hazard of rabies intro¬ 
duction is present. It shall be subject to 
such additional requirement, or to ex¬ 
clusion. os may be found necessary by 
the medical officer in charge and ap¬ 
proved by the Director. Quarantine Divi¬ 
sion, Bureau of Epidemiology. Center for 
Disease Control, Public Health Service, 
to prevent the Introduction of rabies. 
However, nnv such dog that has been 
vaccinated after the age of three months 
as provided in paragraph (c) of this 
section shall be admitted after 30 days 
have elapsed since vaccination, if inspec¬ 
tion of the animal at that time has re¬ 
vealed no evidence of communicable 
disease. 

(e) Dogs and cats in transit. The pro¬ 
visions of this section shall apply to dogs 
and cats shipped through the United 
States from one foreign country to an¬ 
other. except as provided below: 

(1) Animals that appear healthy but 
have been exposed to a sick or dead ani¬ 
mal suspected of haring a communicable 
disease need not undergo tests or other 
examination as provided In paragraph 
(b) (3) of this section if conditions of 
their transportation will atford adequate 
protection to the United States against 
introduction of communicable diseases. 

(2) Rabies vaccination Is not required 
for dogs that are shipped by airplane or 
ship and are retained in custody of the 
carrier under conditions preventing in¬ 
troduction of rabies. 

6 71.155 Dor* and cats; <li«po«a! of ex¬ 
cluded animal*. 

A dog or cat excluded from the United 
States under the regulations in thi* part 
shall be exported or destroyed. Pending 
exporation it shall be detained In Cus¬ 
tom's custody at the port of arrival at 
the owner's expense. 

3. Amend Part 71 by adding a new 
Subpart J-3—Importation of Nonhuman 
Primates, as follows: 

Subpart J-3—Importation of Nonhuman 
Primates * 

S«C. 

71.181 Definitions. 

71.182 Importation; general prohibition. 


•The requirements of this Subpart are in 
addition to and not In lieu of any other 
restrictions relating to the importation of 
coo human primate* prescribed by other 
agencies of tho Federal Government. 


Sec 

71.183 Importation and distribution; per¬ 

missible purposes. 

71.184 Importation; personal use. 

71.185 Registration of importers. 

71.188 Recordkeeping and reporting. 

71.187 Disease control measures. 

71188 Disposal of excluded animals. 

71J88 Suspension and revocation. 

71.190 Penalties. 

A u th or ity: 8ec. 301. 68 Slat. 703; (43 
UJS.C. 281) 

Subpart J-3— Importation of Nonhuman 
Primates 

§ 71.181 Definition*. 

As used in this subpart: 

(a) "Nonhuman primates" means all 
nonhuman primates of the Order Pri¬ 
mates. including, but not limited to. ani¬ 
mals commonly known os monkeys, 
chimpanzees, orangutans, gorillas, gib¬ 
bons. apes, baboons, marmosets, tama- 
rin. lemurs, Iorises, and tree shrews. 

(b) '‘Group" means a population of 
nonhuman primates which are physically 
Isolated from other nonhuman primates. 
All nonhuman primates housed in one 
room of a facility constitute a group if 
they ore effectively separated by solid 
partitions from other nonhuman pri¬ 
mates. 

(c) "Importer" means any person who, 
or corporation, partnership, or other or¬ 
ganization which, receives live nonhuman 
primates within a period of 31 days be¬ 
ginning with the day of importation, 
whether or not such primates were held 
for part of such period at another loca¬ 
tion. As used in this Subpart J-3. the 
term "importer" includes the original im¬ 
porter and any other person or organi¬ 
zation receiving such primates within a 
period of 31 days beginning with the day 
of importation. 

(d) "Director" means the Director. 
Center for Disease Control, Public Health 
Service. Department of Health. Educa¬ 
tion, and Welfare, Atlanta. Georgia 
30333. 

6 71.182 Importaliun; general prohibi¬ 
tion. 

Except as otherwise provided In this 
subpart, no person may import live non¬ 
human primates into the United States 
unless such person is registered as an Im¬ 
porter in accordance with applicable pro¬ 
visions of this subpart. 

S 71.183 Importation and distribution ; 
permissible purpose*. 

live nonhuman primates may be im¬ 
ported into the United States and sold, 
resold, or otherwise distributed only for 
bona fide scientific, educational, or exhi¬ 
bition purposes in accordance with ap¬ 
plicable provisions of this subpart. 

(71.184 Importation; personal a nr. 

The provisions of this subpart shall 
not be applicable to the importation di¬ 
rectly by the owner at any time for per¬ 
sonal use of no more than two live non¬ 
human primates. 

% 

§ 71.185 Registration of impwlm. 

<n) Importers shall register with the 
Director on forms available from, and in 
a manner prescribed by the Director. 
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(b) Registration shall be effective for 
a calendar year or for such part thereof 
as remains following the date on which 
receipt of the properly completed regis¬ 
tration form is acknowledged by the Di¬ 
rector. 

(c) Registration may be renewed by 
filing the appropriate forms with the 
Director not less than 30 days nor more 
than 60 days prior to the expiration of 
the period for which registration wns 
effective, 

§ 71*186 Itrronlkcrptng and reporting. 

(a) Importers shall maintain records 
on forms available from, and In a manner 
prescribed by, the Director relating to 
number of primates imported, countries 
of origin, species, dates of importation, 
dates of shipment to other persons or 
organisations, disease Incidence, and 
such other information as may be re¬ 
quested by the Director. Such records 
shall be available for inspection by the 
Director at any time. 

(b) Importers who receive 500 or more 
nonhuman primates in a calendar year 
shall submit Quarterly reports, and Im¬ 
porters who receive fewer than 500 non¬ 
human primates shall rubmit annual re¬ 
ports, on forms available from, and in a 
manner prescribed by. the Director. The 
reports shall specify numbers of primates 
imported, countries of origin, species, 
dates of importation, dates of shipment 
to other persons or organizations, disease 
Incident, and such other information as 
may be requested by the Director. Im¬ 
porters required to make quarterly re¬ 
ports shall submit the reports on or before 
April 30 for the preceding period of Janu¬ 
ary through March, July 31 for the pre¬ 
ceding period of April through June. 
October 31 for the preceding period of 
July through September, and January 31 
for the preceding period of October 
through December The first quarterly 
report shall be filed for the quarter dur¬ 
ing which a total of 500 Imported non¬ 
human primates Is reached. The first 
quarterly report shall include the in¬ 
formation specified above in this para¬ 
graph (b) on all nonhuman primates Im¬ 
ported in the preceding quarter or 
quarters of the calendar year. Quarterly 
reports will be required thereafter for 
each quarter year period of such calendar 
year irrespective of the number of non- 
h urn an primates imported or otherwise 
received during such period. Importers 
required to make annual reports shall 
submit the reports on or before Janu¬ 
ary 31 for the preceding calendar year. 

(c) Importers shall report to the Di¬ 
rector by telephone (days. 404-633-3311; 
nights, weekends and holidays, 404-633- 
2176) within 24 hours the occurrence of 
(1) any illness in nonhuman primates 
that is suspected of being yellow fever, 
monkeypox, or Marburg disease, and (2) 
deaths resulting from any Illness or ill¬ 
nesses within any consecutive 7-day 
period of 10 percent or more of a group 
consisting of 20 or. more nonhumon 
primates. 

(d) Importers shall report to the Di¬ 
rector by telephone within 24 hours the 
occurrence of illness in any member of 
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their staff suspected of being an infec¬ 
tious disease acquired from nonhuman 
primates. 

§71.187 Duca»r control mramirfii. 

The Director Is authorized upon re¬ 
ceipt of evidence of exposure of non¬ 
human primates to a communicable 
disease that constitutes, or may con¬ 
stitute, a threat to public health to pro¬ 
vide for or to require examination, treat¬ 
ment, detention, quarantine, seizure, or 
destruction of exposed animals. Such 
measures as may be prescribed shall be 
at the expense of the owner. 

§ 71.188 DUpo»al of excluded animal** 

A nonhuman primate excluded from 
the United States under the regulations 
in this Subpart J-3 shall, at the owner's 
option, be exported, destroyed; or given 
to a scientific, educational, or exhibition 
facility under arrangements approved by 
the Director, for preventing the spread 
of infection. Exportation shall be per¬ 
mitted only if the owner exports the non¬ 
human primate within a reasonable time 
as determined by the Director. Pending 
exportation or other disposition pursuant 
to the provisions of this 1 71.188, It shall 
be detained in Customs’ custody at the 
port of arrival at the owner’s expense. 

§ 71*189 Suspension nrtd revocation. 

(a) An Importer's registration may be 
suspended or revoked by the Director if 
the Director finds, upon notice to the 
importer holding such registration, that 
the Importer has failed to comply with 
any applicable provision of this subpart. 
The notice shall contain a statement of 
the grounds upon which the suspension 
or revocation Is based, and. in the case 
of suspension, the action necessary to 
end such suspension. 

(b) The importer may file an answer 
to the notice within 20 days after serv¬ 
ice thereof. Answers shall admit or deny 
specifically and in detail each allegation 
of the notice. Allegations of fact in the 
notice not denied or controverted by an¬ 
swer shall be deemed admitted. Mutters 
alleged as affirmative defenses shall be 
separately stated and numbered. Failure 
of the importer to file on answer within 
20 days after service of the notice may 
be deemed an admission of &U matters of 
fact recited in the notice. 

(c> Where an importer's registration 
has been suspended or revoked, the sus¬ 
pension may be terminated or the reg¬ 
istration reinstated, as may be appro¬ 
priate, upon such inspection, examina¬ 
tion of records, conference with the im¬ 
porter, furnishing of such Information* 
and assurance of compliance with the 
requirements of this 6ubpart as may be 
deemed necessary by the Director. 

<d> The importer shall be entitled to 
a hearing with respect to the suspension 
or revocation (not preceded by suspen¬ 
sion) upon filing a written request, either 
In the answer or in a separate document, 
with the Director within 20 days after 
the effective date of such suspension or 
revocation. Faiiure to request a hearing 
shall be deemed a waiver of hearing and 
consent to submission of the case to the 


Director for decision on the written rec¬ 
ord. The failure both to flic an answer 
and to request a hearing shall be deemed 
to constitute consent to the making of 
a decision on the basis of such infor¬ 
mation as is available. 

<c> As soon as practicable after the 
completion of any hearing conducted 
pursuant to the provisions of‘this sub¬ 
part, the Director shall render a final 
decision. A copy of such decision shall be 
served on the importer. 

§71.190 Pcn*!lir». 

Any person who violates any provision 
of this subpart shall be subject to a fine 
of not more than $1,000 or imprison¬ 
ment for not more than one year or 
both, as provided in section 368 of the 
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
271). 

(FR Doc.75-6760 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am) 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 

[ 29 CFR Part 1910 ] 

STANDARDS COMPLETION PROJECT 

Toxic Materials; Advance Notice of 
* Proposed Rulemaking 

On March 18, 1974, the Assistant Sec¬ 
retary of Labor for Occupational Safety 
and Health announced the Joint OSH A/ 
NIOSH Standards Completion Project. 
The purpose of the project is to issue 
completed standards for all of the toxic 
materials listed in Tables 0-1. 0-2. and 
0-3 of 29 CFR 1910.93. with the excep¬ 
tion of some substances which are or 
will be the subjects of NI03H Criteria 
Documents. Those exceptions will be the 
subjects of separate rulemaking pro¬ 
ceedings* outside of the Standards Com¬ 
pletion Project. 

Section 1910.93 lists exposure limits 
for certain hazardous or toxic sub¬ 
stances. The new standards will estab¬ 
lish requirements for monitoring em¬ 
ployee exposure, medical surveillance, 
methods of compliance, handling and 
use of liquid forms of the substance, em¬ 
ployee training, recordkeeping, and 
sanitation and housekeeping, among 
other things. In addition, the proposals 
arc also designed to enable employers to 
better understand and comply with exist¬ 
ing OSHA safety standards. The expo¬ 
sure limits listed in | 1910.93 are not at 
issue in the proposals, and no changes to 
these limits will be proposed or made in 
the standards issued as part of the 
Standards Completion Project. 

The Office of Standards Development, 
Occupational Safety and Health Ad¬ 
ministration. U.S. Department of Labor 
invites public participation in the de¬ 
velopment of the proposed standards. 
Dr arts of the technical content of pro¬ 
posed standards have been prepared for 
the following substances: sec-Amyl Ace¬ 
tate, sec-Butyl Acetate, 2-Ethoxyethyl- 
acetate. Ethyl Formate, Isoamyl Acetate, 
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Methyl Acetate, Methyl Cellosclve Ace¬ 
tate, n-Propyl Acetate, tert-Butyl Ace¬ 
tate, Butyl Acetate, Ethyl Acrylate, sec- 
Hexyl Acetate, Isobutyl Acetate, Methyl 
Acrylate, Methyl Methacrylate. These 
draft technical standards reflect only 
the technical Intent of NIOSH and 
OSHA and do not necessarily contain the 
specific language which will appear In 
the proposed standards. 

Interested persons are Invited to sub¬ 
mit written data, views, and arguments 
concerning these drafts or the program 
in general. Comments ore requested con¬ 
cerning requirements of each section of 
the draft technical standards and alter¬ 
natives to the provisions of each section. 
Information submitted in response to 
the notice of intent to prepare an envi¬ 
ronmental impact statement, published 
in the Fedehal Register on Septem¬ 
ber 20, 1974 (39 FR 33843), need not be 
resubmitted. 

Communications should be submitted 
to the Docket Ofllcer. Standards Com¬ 
pletion Project, Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration. U.S. Department 
of Labor, Docket HI03. Room 260, 1726 
M Street. NW.. Washington. D.C. 20210, 
postmarked no liter than April 14. 1975. 
The communications will be available 
for public inspection and copying, at the 
above location. 

Copies of the draft technical stand¬ 
ards on the above listed substances are 
available for inspection and copying, 
upon request, at the above address and 
at any of the following OSHA Regional 
and Area Offices: 

Regional Orncci 

M Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

18 Oliver Street 
Boston. Mamachufietta 02110 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Admlniatra- 
t'on 

1515 Broadway (1 Astor Plant) 

New York. New York 10036 
U.S. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Gateway Building—Suite 15220 
3534 Market Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

1375 Peachtree Street. NE.—Suita 587 
Atlanta, Oeorgla 30309 
U.8. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

230 South Dearborn 8trect 
32nd Floor 

Chicago. Illinois 60604 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

7th Floor—Texaco Building 
1512 Commerce Street 
Dallas, Texas 75201 
U.S Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

911 Walnut Street—Room 3000 
Kansas City, Missouri 64106 


US Department of Labor 

Occupational Safety and Health Admlnlstra- 

t‘on 

Federal Building—Room 15010 
1961 Stout Street 
Denver, Colorado 80202 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

9470 Federal Building 
450 Golden Gato Avenue—Box 36017 
San Francisco. California 94102 
US Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

606 Second Avenue 
1808 Smith Tower Building 
Seattle, Washington 98104 

Am Or ri c xa 

U.S. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Custom House Building—Room 703 
State Street 

Boston. Massachusetts 02109 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Foderal Building—Room 426 
65 Pleasant Street 
Concord. New Hampshire 03301 
U.S. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal Building—Room 617B 
450 Ma'n Street 
Hartford. Connecticut 06103 
U.8. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

U.S. Port Office and Courthouse Budding 
438 Dwight Street—Room 501 
Sprlngilcld. Massachusetts 01103 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

90 Church Street—Room 1405 
New York. New York 10007 
U.S. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal Office Bunding 
970 Broad Street—Room 143&C 
Newark. New Jertcy 07102 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Room 203—Midtown Plaza 
700 East Water Street 
Syraouae, New York 13210 
U.S. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

370 Old Country Rond 
Oardcn City. Long Island. New York 11530 
U8. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Condominium San Alberto Budding 
605 Condado Avenue—Room 328 
Santurce. Puerto Rico 00907 
U8. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

William J. Orccn. Jr. Federal Building 
600 Arch Street—Room 4456 
Philadelphia. Pennsylvania 19106 
U.S. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal Building—Room 1110-A 
31 Hopkins Plaza—Charles Center 
Baltimore. Maryland 21201 


U.S. Department of Labor 

Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Charleston National Plaza—Suite 1728 
700 Virginia Street 
Charleston, West Virginia 25301 
U S Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Room 802—Jonnet Building 
4099 William Penn Highway 
Monroeville, Pennsylvania 15146 
U.8. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal Building— Room 8015 
400 N. 8th Street—P.O Box 10188 
Richmond, Virginia 23240 
U 8. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Dulldtng 10—Suite 33 
La Vista Perimeter Park 
Tucker. Oeorgla 30064 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal Office Building—Room 613-A 
310 New Bern Avenue 
Raleigh. North Carolina 27601 
U.8. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Room 204—Bridge Budding 
3200 E. Oakland Park Boulevard 
Fort LAUdcrdaJe. Florida 33308 
US. Department of Leber 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

1600 Hayes Street—Suite 302 
Nashville. Tennessee 37203 
U.8. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

2809 Art Museum Drive 
Art Museum PIojuv—S uite 4 
Jacksonville. Florida 32207 
US Department of tabor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Todd Mall—2047 Canyon Road 
Birmingham, Alabama 35216 
U3. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Suite 554 E—600 Federal Place 
Louisville. Kentucky 40202 
U8. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Enterprise Building—Suite 204 
6605 A be room Street 
Savannah. Georgia 31405 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Commerce Building—Room 600 
118 North Royal Street 
Mobile. Alabama 36602 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Riverside Plaza Shopping Center 
2720 Riverside Drive 
Macon, Georgia 31204 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

1710 GcrvaU Street—Room 205 
Columbia. South Carolina 29201 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

650 Cleveland 8treet—Room 44 
Clearwater, Florida 33616 
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US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

57601—65 North Frontage Hoad East 
Jackson. Mississippi 39211 
U S. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

230 South Dearborn Street 
10th Floor 

Chicago. Illinois 60604 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

847 Federal Office Building 
1240 East Ninth Street 
Cleveland. Ohio 44199 
US, Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

360 8. Third Street—Room 109 
Columbus, Obio 43215 

US, Department of Labor 
Occupational Safoty and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Michigan Theatre Building—Room 626 
200 Bagley Avenue 
Detroit, Michigan 48229 
UA Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

110 South Fourth Street—Room 437 
Minneapolis. Minnesota 55401 
Ufl, Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Clark Building—Room 400 
633 West Wisconsin Avenue 
Milwaukee. Wisconsin 53203 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

US. Post OQlce and courthouse— 

Room 423 
46 East Ohio Street 
Indianapolis. Indiana 46202 
U 3, Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Room 4028—Federal Office Building 
550 Main Street 
Cincinnati. Ohio 45202 
U.S. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal Office Building—Room 734 
Room 734—Federal Omoe Building 
Toledo. Ohio 43504 
VB, Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Room 2118 

2320 La Branch Street 
Houston. Texas 77004 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Adolphus Tower—Butte 1830 
1412 Main 8trect 
Dallas. Texas 75202 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

Room 421—Federal Building 
1205 Texas Avenue 
Lubbock, Texas 79401 
UA Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

548 C&rondelet Street—Room 202 
New Orleans. Louisiana 70130 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

Room 512—Petroleum Building 
420 South Boulder 
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103 


VB Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

Room 526—Donaghey Building 
103 East 7tb Street 
Little Rock, ArkaiMas 72201 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

1015 Jackson Keller Road—Room 122 
San Antonio, Texas 78213 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

Room 302—Federal Building 
421 Oold Avenue. 8.W. 

P.O. Box 1428 

Albuquerque. New Mexico 87103 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

1627 Main Street—Room 1100 
Kansas City. Missouri 64106 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

210 North 12th Boulevard—Room 554 
Bt. LouD, Missouri 63101 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safoty and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

Petroleum Building 

221 South Broadway Street—Suite 312 
Wichita, Kansas 67202 
UA Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

Room 643—210 Walnut Street 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

City National Bank Building 
Harney and 16th Street—Room 803 
Omaha. Nebraska 68102 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

113 West 6th Street 
North Platte. Nebraska 69101 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

8527 W. Colfax Avenue 
Lakewood. Colorado 80215 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

Suite 525—Petroleum Building 
2812 1st Avenue—North 
Billings, Montana 59101 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

Court House Plaza Building—Room 408 
300 North Dakota Avenue 
Sioux Falls. South Dakota 57102 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration f 

US. Poet Office Building—Boom 452 
350 South Main Street 
Salt Lake City. Utah 84111 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational 8afety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

100 McAllister Street—Roam 1706 
San Francisco, California 94102 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Suite 318—Amerco Towers 
2721 North Central Avenue 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 


US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

333 Queen 8treet—Suite 505 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

1100 E William Street 
Suite 222 

Carson City, Nevada 89701 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Hartwell Building—Room 401 
19 Pine Avenue 
Long Beach. California 90802 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

121—107th Street. NS. 

Bellevue. Washington 98004 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Federal Building—Room 227 
C05 West 4 th Avenue 
Anchorage. Alaska 99501 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

Room 528—Pit took Block 
921 B.W. Washington Street 
Portland, Oregon 97205 
US. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion 

228 Idaho Building 
210 Ncrth 8th Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 

The draft technical standards will also 
be available for inspection and copying 
at the national and regional offices of 
the US. Department of Health. Educa¬ 
tion. and Welfare. National Institute for 
Occupational Safety and Health, at the 
following addresses: 

US. Department of 

National Institute for Occupational Safety 
and Health 

Room 3-50, Park Building 
5600 ~’l&bers Lane 
Rockville. Maryland 
US. Department of HEW 
National Institute for Occupational Safety 
and Health 

1114 Commerce Street, Room 1612 
Dallas. Texas 75202 
US. Department of HEW 
National Institute for Occupational Safety 
and Health 
P.O. Box 13710 

Philadelphia. Pennsylvania 10101 
US. Department of HEW 
National Institute for Occupational Safety 
and Health 
9017 Federal Building 
10th and Stout Streets 
Denver, Colorado 80202 
US. Department of HEW 
National Institute for Occupational Safety 
and Health 

50 Seventh Street. N.E. 

Atlanta. Georgia 30323 
US. Department of HEW 
National Institute for Occupational Safety 
and Health 
Arcade Building 
1321 Second Avonue 
Seattle, Washington 98101 
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UA Department of HEW 
National Institute tor Occupational Safety 
and Health 

John F. Kennedy Federal Building 
Government Center 
Boston. Massachusetts 02203 
UB, Department of HEW 
National Institute for Occupational Safety 
and Health 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, New York 10007 
UB. Department of HEW 
National Institute for Occupational Safety 
and Health 
601 East 12th Street 
Kansas City. Missouri 64106 
UB. Department of HEW 
National Institute for Occupational Safety 
and Health 

223 Federal Office Building 
60 Fulton Street 
San Francisco. California 04102 
US Department of HEW 
National Institute for Occupational Safety 
and Health 

300 8outh Wocker Drive 
Chicago. Illinois 60607 

This advance notice of proposed rule- 
making Is Issued under section 6 of the 
Williams-Stcigcr Occupational Safety 
and Health Act of 1970 (8*1 Stat. 1593; 
29 UB. 655) and Secretary of Labor’s 
Order No. 12-71 (36 FR 8754). 

Signed at Washington. D.C.. this 4th 
day of March 1975. 

John Stender. 
Assistant Secretory of Labor. 

I Fit Doc.75-6741 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14CFR Part 71 ] 

(Airspace Docket No. 75-GL-10) 
TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Designation 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
Ls considering amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulation so as to 
designate a transition area at Casey. 
Illinois. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
be submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Great Lakes Region. Attention: Chief, 
Air Traffic Division, Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration. 2300 East Devon Avenue. 
Des Plaines, Illinois 60018. All communi¬ 
cations received on or before April 14. 
1975, will be considered before action Ls 
taken on the proposed amendments. No 
public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration officials may be made by 
contacting the Regional Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion Chief. Any data, views or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
nlso be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this Notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this Notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 


A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration. 2300 East 
Devon Avenue. Des Plaines. Illinois. 

A new instrument approach procedure 
has been developed for Casey Municipal 
Airport, Casey. Illinois, based on a non- 
Federal non-directional beacon. Conse¬ 
quently. it is necessary to provide con¬ 
trolled airspace to protect the procedure. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
^Federal Aviation Administration pro¬ 
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set 
forth: 

In 5 71.181 (40 FR 441), the following 
transition area ls added; 

Caskt, I u .in on 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of the Cas?y Municipal Airport (Latitude 
39* 18'00*' N.. Longitude 88*00'15" W.); and 
within 3 miles each side of the 211 4 bearing 
from the airport extending from the 5-mlie 
radius area to 8 miles southwest of the 
airport. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 ( 49 U.S.C. 
1348). and of section 6(b) of the Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.8.C. 
1655(0). 

Issued in Des Plaines. Ill,, on Febru¬ 
ary 24. 1975. 

R. O. Ziegler. 

Acting Director . Great Lakes Region. 

[FR Doc.75 6674 Filed 3-13-76:8:45 am] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

(Airspace Docket No. 75-BO 221 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the Wallace, N.C., transition 
area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in trfrllcate to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, 8outhem Re¬ 
gion, Air Traffic Division. P.O. Box 2D636, 
Atlanta. Ga, 30320. All communications 
received on or before April 14, 1975. will 
be considered before action is taken on 
the proposed amendment. No hearing is 
contemplated at this time, but arrange¬ 
ments for informal conferences with 
Federal Aviation Administration officials 
may be made by contacting the Chief. 
Airspace and Procedures Branch. Any 
data, views or arguments presented dur¬ 
ing such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with tills 
notice in order to become part of the rec¬ 
ord for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
In light of comments received. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration. South¬ 
ern Region. Room 645. 3400 Whipple 
Street, East Point, Ga. 


The Wallace transition area described 
in 4 71.181 (40 PR 441) would be 

amended as follows: 

.northwest of the VORTAC." 

would be deleted and • • northwest 
of the VORTAC; within 3 miles each side 
of the 078* bearing from I’endy RBN 
(Lat. 34'42'58" N.. Long. 78*00’14" W.>, 
extending from the 5-mile radius area to 
8.5 miles east of the RBN.” would be 
substituted therefor. 

The proposed alteration is required to 
pro vide controlled airspace protection 
for IFR aircraft executing the NDB RWY 
27 Instrument Approach Procedure pred¬ 
icated on the Pendy (private) Nondi- 
rectionai Radio Beacon. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348(a)) and of section 6(c) of the De¬ 
partment of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in East Point. Ga., on March 6, 
1975. 

Phillip M. Swattk. 

Director . Southern Region . 

(FR Doc.75 6675 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of Assirtsnt Secretary for Housing 
Management 

[ 24 CFR Part 405 ] 

(Docket No. R-75-321| 

SUBSIDIZED PROJECTS 
Tenant Selection Criteria 

The Department of Housing and Urban 
Development is considering amending 
Chapter IV of Title 24 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations by adding to Sub¬ 
chapter A. “Insured Multifamily Hous¬ 
ing—Management and Mortgage Serv¬ 
icing,” a new' Part 405, “Tenant Selection 
Criteria.” and a new Subpart A, “Admis¬ 
sion to Subsidized Projects.” 

The subpart would require owners of 
multifamily housing projects (with the 
excep tion of cooperatives) which have 
HUD-insured mortgages and which re¬ 
ceive the benefit of a subsidy under the 
Section 233, section 221(d)(3) BMIR or 
Rent Supplement program, to prepare a 
statement of its admission policies and 
procedures and tenant selection criteria 
and make it available to applicants and 
other interested persons. In addition, the 
Subpart would set forth various require¬ 
ments with respect to those policies, pro¬ 
cedures. and criteria. 

The Department recognizes that land¬ 
lords have a justifiable interest in ob¬ 
taining responsible tenants, who will pay 
their rent in a timely manner, and who 
will not cause damage to project prop¬ 
erty or interfere with the enjoyment of 
the premises by other tenants. This in¬ 
terest, however, should be protected 
without denying admission to a particu¬ 
lar class, except as authorized by law. 

Interested persons arc invited to par¬ 
ticipate in tlie proposed rulemaking by 
submitting written statements and/or 
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data. Communications should be Identi¬ 
fied by the above docket number and title 
and should be filed with the Rules Docket 
Clerk, Office of the General Counsel. 
Room 10245. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. 451 Seventh Street, 
SW.. Washington. D.C. 20410. 

All relevant material received on or 
before April 15. 1075, will be considered 
before adoption of the Anal rule. Copies 
of comments submitted will be avail¬ 
able for examination during business 
hours at the above address. 

The proposed amendments are as fal¬ 
lows: 

A new Part 405 la established in Sub¬ 
chapter A of Chapter IV to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

PART 405—TENANT SELECTION 
CRITERIA 

Subpart A—Admission to Subsided Pfjacta 

Sec 

4051 Applicability. 

403 2 Statement of admlsefon policies. 

405.3 Tenant selection criteria. 

405.4 Verification procedures. 

405.5 Notification to applicants. 

Atmionrrr: See. 211, 52 SUE 33. as 
amended; (12 U-S.C. i7L5b*. 

Subpart A —Admission to Subsidized 
Pro]octs 

§405.1 Applicability. 

This subpart applies to all mulUfamlly 
housing projects (with the exception of 
cooperative housing mortgagor corpora¬ 
tions or associations) which have mort¬ 
gages Insured under the National Hous¬ 
ing Act and which receive the benefit of 
subsidy in the form of bclow-markct In¬ 
terest rates pursuant to section 231(d) 
(3) and (5) or Interest reduction pay¬ 
ments pursuant to section 230 of the 
National Housing Act or rent supple¬ 
ment payments under Section 101 of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1965. The requirements of this subpart 
are in addition to. not in lieu of the 
various tenant eligibility requirements 
for subsidised projects found in Parts 
315, 221. 236 and 425 of this title. 

S 405.3 8tnlenient of idoiinioo palidcs. 

(ft) The mortgagor shall prepare a 
written statement setting forth hi* ad¬ 
mission policies and procedures and ten¬ 
ant selection criteria, which must assure 
objective and reasonable determinations 
and actions, consistent with his obliga¬ 
tions under the Regulatory Agreement 
between the mortgagor and the Secre¬ 
tary. 

(b) Adminission policies shall reflect 
concern for the needs of individual fam¬ 
ilies for lower-income housing. 

(c) Admission procedures shall be de¬ 
signed to: (1) Determine those appli¬ 
cants who meet the program eligibility 
requirements; (2) determine whether 
there is a reasonable assurance that ap¬ 
plicants will be able to meet rent obli¬ 
gations; and (3) screen out those appli¬ 
cants whose habits and practices are 
likelyato have a detrimental effect on the 
project. 

<d) Copies of the statement required 
by paragraph CjD of this section shall 


be made readily available for examina¬ 
tion by applicants and other interested 
persons. 

§ WSJ Tenant M'leriion criteria. 

(a) Tenant selection criteria referred 
to in | 405.3 above, may not automati¬ 
cally deny admission to a particular class, 
except os authorised by law. In general 
an applicant must be judged on the basis 
of his individual attributes and behavior, 
not those imputed to a certain class of 
which the applicant is a member. 

<b> Criteria or standards may be es¬ 
tablished which reasonably relate to an 
applicant’s past performance In meet¬ 
ing financial obligations, especially rent. 
The provisions of 1425.22(b) of this 
chapter concerning ability to pay rent 
in Section 236 projects apply to sub¬ 
sidized projects under this subpart. 

(c) Standards may also relate to 
whether the conduct of such applicant* 
in present and prior housing does or 
would be likely to interfere with other 
tenants' health, safety, comfort, and 
enjoyment of the premises. The follow¬ 
ing arc some of the factors to be con¬ 
sidered by the mortgagor in determin¬ 
ing tenant selection criteria with respect 
to conduct of applicants which could 
militate against admission: 

(1) Record of disturbance of neigh¬ 
bors. destruction of property, or living 
or housekeeping habits which may ad¬ 
versely affect the health, safety, or wel¬ 
fare of other tenants. 

(2) History of criminal activity, in¬ 
cluding* murder, rape, robbery or bur¬ 
glary. 

The time, nature, and extent of each fac¬ 
tor shall be considered in determining 
the effect on the project. In the event 
that unfavorable Information on an ap¬ 
plicant is received, consideration should 
be given to factors which Indicate that 
future conduct is likely to be more favor¬ 
able. 

<d) The provisions of 142531(c) (3> 
of this chapter relating to preference for 
displaces in Section 236 projects apply 
to subsidized projects under this sub¬ 
part. 

§ 105.4 Vcri fir a lion prorrdure. 

Adequate procedures shall be devel¬ 
oped to obtain and verify information 
furnished by each applicant. Suggested 
sources of information for veriflcatlon 
purposes include credit checks, home 
visits with applicants, and interviews 
with applicants, former landlords, local 
welfare office employees, family social 
workers, parole officers, family court of¬ 
ficials, and drug treatment center of¬ 
ficials. information relating to accept¬ 
ance or rejection of an applicant shall 
be documented and placed in the appli¬ 
cant's file. 

§ 105.5 Notification to Applicants. 

When a determination has been mode 
that an applicant is ineligible or does 
not satisfy the tenant selection criteria, 
the landlord shall give the applicant 
prompt written notice of the determina¬ 
tion. The notice shall state the basis for 
the determination and state that the 


applicant will be given an opportunity 
to submit additional Information which 
may be grounds for reconsideration. 


Issued at Washington. D.C.. March 10. 
1975. 


H. R. Crawtosd, 

Assistant Secretary for 
Housing Management. 


(PR Doc.75-0749 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 uni 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[40CFR Part 52] 

[FRL 344-3| 

PENNSYLVANIA IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
Proposed Rcmicn 

On December 26, 1974, the Common¬ 
wealth of Pennsylvania submitted to the 
Regionnl Administrator a proposed re¬ 
vision to the approved State Implemen¬ 
tation Plan. The proposal consists of a 
modification to section 123.13 of the De¬ 
partment of Environmental Resources 
rules and regulations, which deals with 
processes. The actual modification con¬ 
sists of revision to incorporate a process 
factor of 50 pounds per ton of fill for 
pressed, blown and spun gloss melting 
furnaces. 

The Commonwealth has contended 
that based on Information submitted by 
the Glass Container Industry, the cur¬ 
rent emission standard, which is based 
on grain loading requirements, is overly 
restrictive and should be relaxed. The 
Justifications for the relaxations are as 
follows: 

1. In most cases, the furnaces are lo¬ 
cated in areas where the primary am¬ 
bient air quality standards arc being met. 

2. In recent years, emission reductions 
achieved by process modification have 
been significant. 

3. Satisfactory air pollution control 
equipment is very expensive and would 
lead to a price Increase of the industry's 
product that the market areas Cor this 
product woitfd not support 

The proposed amendments to the 
Pennsylvania Implementation Plan were 
publicly advertised and a hearing waa 
held in Pittsburgh o n A pril 3, 1974 in 
accordance with 40 CFR Part 51. Re¬ 
quirements for Preparation. Adoption 
and Submittal of Implementation Plans. 

The public is Invited to submit com¬ 
ments on whether the proposed amend¬ 
ments should be approved or disapproved 
as required by sectio n 110 of the Clean 
Air Act and 40 CFR Part 51. Only com¬ 
ments received on or before April 14. 
1975, will be considered. The Admin- 
^tmtor's decision to approve or disap¬ 
prove this proposed revision will be based 
on whether it meets the requirements of 
section 110(a) (2) ( A) (ID of the Clean 
Air Act and 40 CFR Part 51. 

Copies of the proposed amendment ore 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the Offices of 
the Environmental Protection Agency. 
Region in. Curtis Building, Second Floor. 
Sixth and Walnut Streets. Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania. 19106; at the Offices of the 
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Pennsylvania Department of Environ¬ 
mental Resources, Third and Locust 
Streets, Harrisburg. Pennsylvania. 17120; 
and at the Freedom of Information Cen¬ 
ter, EPA. 401 M Street, 8W. f Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., 20460. All comments should be 
addressed to Howard Helm. Acting Chief. 
Air Planning Branch. Air and Hazardous 
Materials Division, EPA. Region in. 
Curtis Building, 8ixth and Walnut 
Streets, Philadelphia. Pennsylvania, 
19106. (AH008 PA.) 

(42 U.S.C. 18670-6) 

Dated: March 3. 1975. 

A. R. Mo kris. 

Acting Regional Administrator . 

fPR Doc.75-6661 Piled 3-13-75:8:45 am) 


[40 CFR Part 52] 

fFRL 343-61 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 
Approval of Compliance Schedules 

8cction 110 of the Clean Air Act. as 
amended. 42 U.8.C. 1857c-5, a nd th e im¬ 
plementing regulations of 40 CFR Part 
51, require each State to submit a plan 
which provides for the attainment and 
maintenance of the national ambient 
air quality standards throughout the 
State. Each such plan is to contain 
legally enforceable compliance schedules 
setting forth the dates by which all 
stationary and mobile sources must be in 
compliance with any applicable require¬ 
ment of the plan. 

On May 31. 1972, pursuant to section 
110 of the Clean Air Act and 40 CFR Part 
51, the Administrator of the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency < M EPA*') ap¬ 
proved portions of the Virginia State 
Implementation Plan (37 FR 10898). 

On August 1. August 6, October 17, 
November 20, 1974, January 10. and Jan¬ 
uary 22. 1975, pursuant to 40 CFR 51.6, 
the Commonwealth of Virginia submitted 
for EPA’s approval revisions to the com¬ 
pliance schedule portion of its plan. This 
publication proposes that certain of these 
revisions be approved. Others are still 
-undergoing review* and cannot be pro¬ 
posed for approval at this time. Each 
proposed revision establishes a date by 
which an individual air pollution source 
must attain compliance with an emis¬ 
sion limitation of the State Implementa¬ 
tion Plan. This date is indicated in the 
approval table below under the heading 
•’Final Compliance Date." While the 
table below contains only the dates of 
final compliance, the schedules them¬ 
selves Include interim dates which de¬ 
note increments of progress toward final 
compliance in accordance with 40 CFR 
51.15(c). Both the final and interim dates 
arc federally enforceable by EPA pur¬ 
suant to the Clean Air Act. as amended. 

The "Effective Date" column in the 
table below refers to the date the com¬ 
pliance schedules become effective for 
purposes of federal enforcement. 

The complete texts of the compliance 
schedules listed below are available for 
public Inspection at the following loca¬ 
tions: 


PROPOSED RULES 

Environmental Protection Agency 

Region III 

Curtis Building 

Sixth and Walnut Streets 

Philadelphia. Pa. 10106 

Commonwealth of Virginia 

State Air Pollution Control Board 

Room 1106, Ninth 8 treat State Offle# 

Building 

Richmond. Virginia 23219 
Freedom of Information Center 
Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street SW. 

Washington. D C 20460 

Evaluation Reports for the compliance 
schedules may be examined at the EPA 
Region HI office indicated above. 

Each compliance schedule has been 
adopted by the Virginia State Air Pollu¬ 
tion Control Board and submitted to EPA 
after notice and public hearing in ac¬ 
cordance with the procedural require¬ 
ments of 40 CFR 51.4. 

Interested parties may participate in 
the final rulemaking by submitting com¬ 
ments on whether the proposed revisions 
to the Virginia State Implementation 
Plan should be approved or disapproved 
as required by section 110 of the Clean 
Air Act. To be considered, comments 
must be postmarked on or before April 14. 
1975. All public comments received in re¬ 
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gard to the proposed revisions will be 
available for public inspection at the EPA 
Region HI office in Philadelphia. Penn¬ 
sylvania and at the EPA Freedom of 
Information Headquarters in Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. The Administrator's decision to 
approve or disapprove the proposed revi¬ 
sions is based upon the requirements of 
section 110(a)(2) (A-H) of the Clean 
AJr Act as amended and the EPA regu¬ 
lations published in 40 CFR Part 51. 
Comments should be directed to the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency. Region 
in, Curtis Building, Sixth and Walnut 
Streets, Philadelphia. Pennsylvania 
19106. Attention: Peter J. Smith. 

(42 TJS.C. 1867c-5) 

Dated: March 5. 1975. 

Danici. Snyder. 

Regional Administrator. 

It is proposed to amend Part 52 of 
Chapter I, Title 40 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations as follows: 

Subpart W—Virginia 

Section 52.2435(g) is amended by re¬ 
vising the table os follows: 

§ 52.2135 Complinncr orlifdiilf*. 

(g) * • • 


Plat# rwfnUtioftU) Data of Effort! v« H\ru»l 

Pottm* Location Involved Adoption data compUooc# 

date 


Ainrrlmn Flltron Carp. ... Rlrhmoad ... 4.IB ... Dor. 10,1074 Immediately . Apr. 80.1976 

Amrrlcun Furniture Co . ktartiiMvIUa 4.01.01 . June 77,11*74 - do . May 31* 14*76 

Appalachian Poorer Co . ()kut Lya 4 a*. 4 US Nov 7. l'/74 - do..., Apr. 1973 

Boaselt Furniture Ind , Iw.. Buswett.. . 4 01.01(b)(0) . June 20. 1(174 . do . Jan# 30. 1475 

Do . ... Barkrvtlle _ 4.02,4.03.4.'H do . do . Do. 

Brmoo, Inr. . . Petersburg ... 4.02.01,4.04 01(b)(10) .. Dec. IU,l'/74 .do... Apr. 30,1975 

Burlington Iudud/lr* . Altavista _ 4 02.01,4.08.01 . June 21,1974 . do _ June 30,1975 

Do . ClarkrevlUe. . . 4X8.04 . Jun# 24.1974 . do . Do, 

Do .. <ila*ow . 4JXLM ... Sept. 9.1974 _do...__ Jun# 1.1075 

Buiruw Loud mid Lumber Drookncal. ... 4.04 ... June 25,1?74 .....do .June JO. IV?5 

Ok 

Do . - _ __ Lynchbwv... 4.04 ....... do __do........ Do. 

Charlie D. Robert* Co _ Keubrtdge. ... 4.02.01,4.04.00 .~ June 25.1974 . do . Do 

Dan River Mill*. Dan River Danville -- 4.02 .. Jane 24.1974 . do . Do 

Knit* 

Dan River MID*. RlvcniMe _ do . 4-02 . do . do . . Do. 

Division. 

V. M, Draper Manufacturing Marti nsvllie. 4.08, 4.04.. . June 27,1974 . do . Jnn# 13,1975 

Co.. Inc. 

Even* Products Co . Donwell . 4.04.01 Hi) (9). 4.02.01, July *1974 . do . Apr. 1*1975 

4.08.01. 

Felton Brother* Transit MU, Ontario _ 4.04. ... July l, 1974 .do.... M ... June 30,1975 

Inc. 

Fnutklin Veneer Co... Rocky Mount 4.(0 01.... June 24. 1974 . do __ Do. 

Crmliom*White Manufortur- Aairra..*, . 4 04 . Jan. 7,1978 . do. _ Do. 

In* Co. 

Ornvely Furniture Co ... Ridgeway . 4,04 . June 24.1974 . do . Do. 

«uyer-Roberts Manufnrtur- Rocky Mount 4.08.<M__.June 77,1974 . do . Do. 

In* DivUdou, Franklin 
Veneer Co. . 

Hall fat Cotton Mills. Inc . South Horton. 4.<KMH, 4.0601 . June 21,1974 . do . Do. 

Hampton Hardwood- . Newport 4.04 . Nov. 15,1974 . do . June 1,1*71 

Newt. 

Hooker Furniture Co... Martinsville... 4.02. 4 03, 4.04. .. .... June 27,1974 do.... June 80,1971 

Imperial Ilrluuet Carp . K#nbrld*e _ 4.02.01 . June 25,1974 . do.. Da 

John Mnr>liaJl Hotel . Richmond _ 4.08.01,4 62.01 . July 1,1974 .do. . Do, 

Tile Lone Carp . AltavUta. .... 4.03.01.4.(0 01, June 27,1974 .do.. Apr. 36)975 

4.04.61. 

Lee Tly Paving Corp. .._. Port Royal_ 4 02. 4 04 .. June 2* 1974 . do . Apr. 15.1973 

Do . Rockville . 4 0l.01(b)C2> . Joy 1. 1974 ... do . May 13.1973 

Letter Forest Product*_ Martinsville . . 4.02.01,4 (0.01, June 2*1074 . do . . June 30,1975 

4 04.01. 

Lone Jack Umeetone Co., Ine. flLvgnw . 4.04. . Dee. 11,1974 . do. . Apr. 13,1973 

Lone Star Ind. Caroportclla Norfolk . 4-04.01,4 04.(0. . Jane », 1974 . do. _„ May 1A, 1075 

Plant. ' 

MW Manufacturer* .. .. Rocky Moon* 4.08.61,4.04.01 .. June 24.1974 _ do _ Jane 80.1975 

Mead Paperboard Product*... Lynchburg. . . 4.08 01 . June 21.1974 . do. Do, 

Miller Manufacturing ('o Inc. Richmond.... 4.02, 4. CO, 4.04X1 (b)(9). July 2.1074 . do... Do. 

Newport New* Shipbuilding NewportNew*. 4.04,4.07. .— June 77.1974 . do . Do. 

ami Dry Dork Co. 

O.K. Foundry Co., Inc - Richmond- 4.02.01, 4.04 01 (b)(10). . Jane M, 1974 . do. . June 1.1975 

OwUt,!ne. . HhiHmld - 4.<E.01(a)tf) . Doc. 23,1974 _ do.Apr 20.1075 

Premier Ml II wart and Lum- Virginia 4.04 . Jon. 9,1978 . do.June 1,1078 

her Co. Bcwrh. 

Pulaski Furniture Co- Pulaokl . 4.02, 4.04 .. June 27,1974 —..do___June 80,1578 

Reynolds Metals Co . BeJ1w..**l 4.01.01(b)(10). 4.02.01.. June 2H. 1074 . do...Apr. 15,1073 

Plantation. 

Do . Hailwood 4.Ot.Ol(b)<l0).4.O2.Ol.. July 2,1974 . do_, Da. 

Smelting 

Plantation. 
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HUM* oqrul*tio<t(i) 
Involved 


i>&uot 

Adoption 


Elfvctlvt 

tku 


rtmJ 




Richmond QtntiO Cc.Uanriro.. 

RichJimml Lumber A Ilulld- RJefunimd.., 

Uciirvxw _ 

Dttw. lUAnUrtdf#.. 

Do.. Knirmouni.. 

Do...... Oak Unov#.. 

Do .... bioorwmll 


SoulMda MmfictiiHii Corp. 

Biunti Lumbar Carp~.Hlmtft,. 

Ktuarl M. Vnry .UlnchMlcr. 

Hi«r I’apcr Tube, Inc. .. Diuivtllc... 


nets Corp. 

V.8. Uyppom Co.. Hnltvillo 

TLA Plywood....1.. noqfno 

Uolvoraity ot Virginia.Chartoiuu* 

vmr. 


Vbylnl* Arph 
Vine lull Ho: 


Furniture Atkins. 

Carp 

William llyrd Motor Hotel.... Richmond... 


. OM.OI (LKJi __ 

. 4.02.01, 1.00.01. 

July 1. 1074.4t>_ 

Jon* 2F, 1974 . 

4.02.01. 

July 2.1774 .... .do...... 

.. totoi .. 

.. «.e? 01.. 

.do..do_^, 

.. uztai...^ . 


4.1C.U1. 


44J8--- 

June n, 1074.do.™. 

.. i.M.UKUXV) - 

June 25, 1074.da_ 

„ 4.04. 

Doe. IV. 1074 do 

4 07 

Juno 2MU74.da.... 

.. 4 aua.cbi. 6 i _ 

July 1,1974_do_ 

.. 4 to 01 (bM5). 4.04.02, 

D«a U. 1974 .da_ 

t. 401...|_ 

Jail 0,1575 do 

4J77. ^ 

Jail* 30 1974 ... .do 

4jQ3 .. 

Jan. K,UC1 ....,Av ,, , 

.. 4.02, 4.0U)1(*W9). 

Jail 7, 1VT0.do. 

.. 4 CO. 01, 4.02.01. 

July L1974_do_ 

.. 4.04. 

June 201074.do. 


Jtorra Vt, HTTP 
May l, 1WH 

May 1L10T5 
Do. 


Do. 

June 30,10?8 
Da 

Apr. 80,1078 

Jane 30, HT74 
Da 


Da 


_ Ju 


Da 

Apr. 30,1075 

Apr. 10107* 
Apr. SOL 1775 


■ 80I97& 
Da 


lPR Doc.75-6480 Filed 3-15-75;8:45 sm| 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[ 18 CFR Part 1411 

{Docket NO.RM75 23) 

MONTHLY POWER STATEMENT 
Proposed New Form 

March 6. 1975. 

Notice Is given pursuant to section 553 
of Title 5 of the United States Code and 
section 309 of the Federal Power Act (49 
Stat, 858. 18 U5.C. 825h>. that the Com¬ 
mission is proponing to amend f 141.56. 
Part 141. Subchapter D—Approved 
Forms. Federal Power Act. Chapter I. 
Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions, so as to prescribe a new Federal 
Power Commission Form No. 12E-2. The 
present FPC Form No. 12E-1, Monthly 
Power Statement, as prescribed by Com¬ 
mission Order No. 510, 39 FR 24029. 
would be superseded. The proposed new 
form (copy attached) would be entitled 
“FPC Form 12E-2, Monthly Power 
Statement.': The various schedule pages 
of the new form would be prescribed in 
a revised 5 141.56 of the Commission's 
regulations under the Federal Power 
Act. 

The proposed new Form 12E~2 gener¬ 
ally revises the current report form to 
eliminate the collection of certain data 
which no longer serve a useful purpose. 
It provides for the collection of current 
reporting month operating data on en¬ 
ergy. peak load, capacity and related ca¬ 
pacity availabilities. It also provides for 
the collection of detailed operating data 
on peak load, capacity, and capacity 
transfers relative to the near-term peak 
period power supply conditions. It clari¬ 
fies and perfects reporting procedures 
covering capacity and high voltage 
transmission lines under construction, 
planned for installation or change. It 
identifies the major reasons and causes 
for and effects of delays and cancella¬ 
tions In the scheduling of major gener¬ 
ating units and high voltage transmis¬ 
sion lines. 

The proposed new Form 1215-2 is com¬ 
prised of sections of Instructions for Fil¬ 
ing. Identification, and five schedules: 


Schedule 1—Reporting Month Energy and 
PwUt Load Data. 

Schedule 2 —Wear-torn* Seasonal Peak 
Hour Data. 

Schedule 3*—Generating Unit Addition*. 
Change*. Delay*. Deferral*, and Cancellation* 
(Ten Tear). 

Schedule 4—Transmission Line Additions, 
Changes. Delays, Deferrals, and Cancellations 
(Six Year). 

Schedule 5—Energy and Peak Load Fore¬ 
cast (Ten Tear). 

The report would be required from 
those systems as identified in the at¬ 
tached proposed respondent Uat and as 
amended upon notice in the Federal 
Rkoister. The proposed respondents 
would provide an estimated 95 percent 
or more coverage of the 50 United States 
based on “net energy for load" and al¬ 
most complete coverage of those systems 
with bulk power facilities. 

Within the recent several years, devel¬ 
opments and occurrences of relatively 
rapid change In electric utility load 
growth patterns and expansion plans 
throughout the United States have ac¬ 
centuated Federal Power Commission 
responsibilities under the Federal Power 
Act for adequacy and reliability of elec¬ 
tric supply. Several of the major areas 
of concern underlying the continuing 
adequacy and reliability problem are 
those of delays and deferrals in gener¬ 
ating and transmission equipment in- 
service dates from those previously pro¬ 
jected dates and those of cancellations of 
planned capacity and transmission addi¬ 
tions. The Commission's regulatory re¬ 
sponsibilities and the participation of 
Commission members and staff in activi¬ 
ties of inter-governmental groups re¬ 
quire on availability of current and 
timely information on the status of new 
and planned facilities with reasons for 
any recent changes thereof and resultant 
effects on power supply. Among others, 
these activities include participation In 
Congressional hearings, liaison work with 
the Federal Energy Administration, the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission and the 
Environmental Protection Agency, and 
other related programs involving energy 
matters. The Commission also receives 


continuing requests for current and 
timely information on electric utility ex¬ 
pansion plans and growth from public 
groups and institutions along with indus¬ 
trial organizations. Information related 
to their requests has been and will con¬ 
tinue to be available in Commission pub¬ 
lished documents for public use. 

The Commission currently collects 
monthly data submitted on FPC Form 
12E-1 to support analyses of current situ¬ 
ations and evaluations and near-term 
future situations, including load supply 
studies and bulk power system construc¬ 
tion delays. Experience indicates that 
under present industry conditions the 
data, as currently requested or Form 
12B-1, are not of sufficient content nor 
adequately defined under current prac¬ 
tice to ensure valid analysis and requests 
for timely information without further 
recourse to burdensome telephonic re¬ 
quests to the industry for supplemental 
information and time-consuming recon¬ 
ciliation with other data sources. Also, ex¬ 
perience indicates that the number of re¬ 
spondents can be reduced without signif¬ 
icantly affecting the desired coverage of 
bulk power supply in the 50 United States 
and that the frequency of reporting does 
not significantly affect the currency of 
certain data. Consequently, revisions in 
the monthly reporting form are proposed 
to alleviate the above deficiencies and at 
the same time reduce the frequency of 
reporting of certain data for the proposed 
respondents and reduce the burden of 
reporting of some present Form 12E-I re¬ 
spondents whose system operations do 
not affect the Nation s bulk power supply 
systems. Also, the proposed revisions re¬ 
structure the actual energy and peak load 
data for the reporting month on to one- 
schedule and the near-term hour fore¬ 
cast data on to another schedule. This 
can improve many respondents' ability to 
meet the filing date since often the actual 
data are not as readily available in the 
detail requested for the near-term peak 
hour data and. furthermore, separate de¬ 
partments within a utility may be re¬ 
sponsible for the respective actual and 
forecast data. 

The proposed revised Schedule 1 to be 
submitted monthly will include the ac¬ 
tual reporting month energy and peak 
load data and average generating capa¬ 
bility available on scheduled mainte¬ 
nance. on forced outage and other rea¬ 
sons. Schedule 2 will include the near- 
term peak hour data of similar content as 
the present Schedules 2 and 4. Schedule 2 
will be submitted quarterly. The proposed 
Schedules 3 and 4 are the ten-year gen¬ 
erating unit and six-year transmission 
line plana including details of delays, 
deferrals, and cancellations. The pro¬ 
posed Schedules 3 and 4 are similar in 
format and content to the present Sched¬ 
ules 3 and 5 and will be submitted quar¬ 
terly for the complete planning periods. 
The proposed Schedule 5 will include the 
previously unsolicited information on 
energy and peak lead forecasts covering 
the ten-year planning period of the pro¬ 
posed Schedule 3 and will be submitted 
quarterly. In addition. Schedules 2 
through 5 would be submitted for any 
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month where the requested data have 
changed from that reported In the pre¬ 
vious quarter. 

The proposed FPC Form 12E-2 Is In¬ 
tended to provide the Commission and 
others with timely electric system data 
from major electric utilities In the 50 
United States to facilitate the prepara¬ 
tion of status reports and analyses of 
expansion plans and near-term seasonal 
peak load periods. Furthermore. It will 
enable the Commission to monitor prog¬ 
ress toward the constantly moving tar¬ 
get of building and maintaining an ade¬ 
quate and reliable electric supply under 
Increasingly changing conditions for the 
electric utilities. 

Any interested person may submit to 
tlve Federal Power Commission. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20426, not later than April 7. 
1975. data, views, comments or sugges¬ 
tions in writing concerning the proposed 
revised report forms and regulations. 
Written submittals will be placed In the 
Commission's public files and will be 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission's Office of Public Informa¬ 
tion. Washington. D.C 20426. during reg¬ 
ular business hours. The Commission will 
consider all such written submittals be¬ 
fore acting on the matters herein pro¬ 
posed. An original and 14 conformed 
copies should be filed with the Secretary 
of the Commission. Submittals to the 
Commission should indicate the name, 
title, mailing address, and telephono 
number of the person to whom communi¬ 
cations concerning the proposal should 
be addressed and whether the person fil¬ 
ing them requests a conference with the 
staff of the Federal Power Commission to 
discuss the proposed revisions In the re¬ 
port forms and regulations. The staff, in 
Its discretion, may grant or deny re¬ 
quests for conference. 

The proposed report form and regula¬ 
tions would be issued pursuant to the 
authority of the Commission under the 
Federal Power Act. 49 8tat 838. 16 U-S.C. 
791(a) et seq . particularly sections 4(a). 
301(a). 302ib). 303. 304. 309. and 311 (41 
StAt. 1065. 49 Stat. 839. 854. 855. 858. 858. 
859; 16 U.8.C. 797(a). 825(a), 825a<b), 
825b. 825c. 825b. 825J). 

The following are proposed amend¬ 
ments to f 141.56. Part Ml. Chapter I, 
Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions: 

1. Revise the title and entire text to 
read as follows: 

S 141.56 Form *W 12E-2, Monilil, 
Power Statement. 

(For those systems, all as Identified in 

Appendix A* to Order No.__ Issued 

-- and as amended upon 

notice in the Federal Register.) 

(a) The revised FPC Form 12E-2, 
Monthly Power Statement. Including tho 
revised instructions and schedules there¬ 
in contained, be the same hereby ap¬ 
proved and adopted. 

(b> FPC Form No. 12E-2 contains the 
following schedules: 


1 PHnd am part of tho orlgUuU document. 


Instructions and Identification. 

Schedule 1— Reporting Monthly Energy 
and Peak Load Data. 

Schedule 2—Near-Term Seasonal Peak 
Hour Da ta 

Schedule J OenernUng Unit Additions, 
Changes. Delays. Deferrals, and Cancella¬ 
tions (Ten Year). 

Schedule 4—Transmission line Additions, 
Changes. Delays. Deferrals, and Cancellations 
(Six Year). 

Schedule 5—Forecast Energy and Peak 
Load Data (Ten Tear). 

(c) Each corporation, person, agency, 
authority, or other legal entity or in¬ 
strumentality. whether public or private, 
which operates facilities for the genera¬ 
tion or transmission, or distribution of 
electric energy all as identified in Ap¬ 
pendix A. Order No.__ Issued_ 

__ and as amended upon no¬ 
tice in the Federal Register, should 
hereafter prepare and file monthly with 
the Commission such report In such form 
as is required by said Instructions and 
schedules, setting forth answers to the 
questions therein stated, and furnished 
information therein called for. 

2. Revise Form 12E-1. prescribed by 
9 141.56. Chapter I. Title 18 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations, all as set out in 
Appendix B 1 hereto. 

The Secretary shall cause prompt pub¬ 
lication of this notice to be made in the 
Federal Register. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.75-6681 Filed 3-13-78:8:45 am] 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[ 17CFR Part 275] 

(Release No. IA 442. FUe No. 87-456) 

INVESTMENT ADVISER DISCLOSURE AND 

RECORD-KEEPING REQUIREMENTS 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

Notice U hereby given that the Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission (•’Com¬ 
mission”) has under consideration the 
adoption of new Rule 206(4)-4 and new 
paragraph (14) of Rule 204-2(a> (17 
CFR 275.204-2 (a)) under the Investment 
Advisers Act of 1940 (‘‘Advisers Act”) 
(15 U.S.C. 80b-I ct seq.) which would 
require Investment advisers to furnish 
clients and prospective clients with writ¬ 
ten disclosure statements containing cer¬ 
tain specified Information and meeting 
certain conditions, and to maintain a 
copy of such written statements, and any 
amendments or revisions thereof, in their 
books and records. Proposed new Rule 
206(4)-4 would be adopted pursuant to 
the authority contained In sections 206 
(4) (15 UJ3.C. 89b-6(4)). 206A (15 U.S.C. 
80b-6a) and 211(a) (15 U-S.C. 80b-U 
(a)) of the Advisers Act; proposed new 
paragraph (14) of Rule 204-2(a) would 
be adopted pursuant to the authority 
contained in sections 204 (15 UB.C. 80b- 


• Filed ai part of the original document. 


4). 206(4), 206A and 211(a) of the Ad¬ 
visers Act. 

Section 206(4) of the Act authorises 
the Commission to define and prescribe 
means reasonably designed to prevent 
such acts, practices, and courses of busi¬ 
ness as are fraudulent, deceptive or 
manipulative. The Commlssfftn believes 
that it is appropriate to Implement at 
this time a requirement under section 
206(4) that Investment advisers provide 
their clients and prospective clients with 
written disclosure statements which de¬ 
scribe certain important facets of the 
Investment adviser's business operations, 
procedures and ability to perform the 
services it offers. The Commission con¬ 
siders the moat important aspect of this 
disclosure requirement to be that per¬ 
taining to the qualifications of advisory 
personnel. It is expected that required 
disclosure of these qualifications will en¬ 
able customers to compare the qualifica¬ 
tions of different advisers and will result 
in efforts by Investment advisers to main¬ 
tain at a high level the competence and 
qualifications of the persons they employ. 

Although some investment advisers arc 
already providing their clients and pro¬ 
spective clients with much of the infor¬ 
mation required by proposed Rule 206 
(4)-4. in many instances this informa¬ 
tion is not generally made available to 
such persons. Further, although much 
of the information that would be in¬ 
cluded in the proposed written disclosure 
statement currently appears in Form 
ADV and is. therefore, available to the 
public, access to these forms is rarely 
requested by most clients and prospective 
clients. Nevertheless, the Commission be¬ 
lieves thAt it is important for the protec¬ 
tion of investors that information con¬ 
tained in Form ADV and certain other 
information be brought to the attention 
of clients and prospective clients before 
they enter into or continue their rela¬ 
tionships with Investment advisers. 

Contents of the written disclosure 
statement. Paragraph (b> of proposed 
Rule 206(4)-4 sets forth those items of 
disclosure which must be covered in the 
written disclosure statement required by 
the proposed rule. Generally, these dis¬ 
closures will fall into the following cate¬ 
gories: Qualifications of personnel: serv¬ 
ices offered; advisory procedures and 
practices; affiliations with broker- 
dealers; and advisory fees. Many of the 
disclosure requirements arc self-explan¬ 
atory: however, particular attention 
should be given to certain aspects of 
these requirements as discussed below. 

With respect to qualifications of per¬ 
sonnel, it should be noted that subpara¬ 
graph (7) requires the individual back¬ 
grounds only of persons whose authority 
extends to making final decisions on 
which securities recommendations will 
be made by an investment adviser, or to 
which clients particular recommenda¬ 
tions will be given. It is expected, how¬ 
ever. that ail advisory personnel of an 
investment adviser will meet the general 
qualifications standards disclosed pursu¬ 
ant to subparagraph (6) unless specific 
disclosure is made as to the conditions 
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and circumstances under which these 
standards may not be met. 

Paragraph (b)(8XU) requires disclo¬ 
sure of any pre-paid advisory fee ar¬ 
rangements required by on Investment 
adviser. As a general matter, such pre¬ 
paid fees should be refunded on a pro¬ 
rata basis for services which are not 
rendered by an investment adviser. Ac¬ 
cordingly. the conditions and arrange¬ 
ments with respect to refunding pre-paid 
advisory fees should be disclosed. In tills 
regard, the Commission notes that many 
investment advisory contracts contain 
provisions for termination by the invest¬ 
ment advisor or by advisory clients. 
Paragraph <b><9) requires disclosure 
concerning such termination rights when 
they exist. 

Paragraph <c) requires additional dis¬ 
closures in the written statements used 
by Investment advisers who provide ac¬ 
count management services whether or 
not on a discretionary basis. These re¬ 
quirements relate, generally, to informa¬ 
tion concerning procedures for the man¬ 
agement and supervision of clients* se¬ 
curities accounts. 

Written disclosure statements should 
also contain the statement required by 
paragraph (d)(1) that the Commission 
has not passed upon the contents, ac¬ 
curacy or adequacy of the statement. 
The written statements should not be 
filed with the Commission, but must be 
retained by investment advisers in ac¬ 
cordance with proposed new paragraph 
< 14) of Rule 204-2(a). It is expected that 
these statements will be reviewed by the 
staff of the Commission as part of the 
r in mission’s investment adviser inspec¬ 
tion program. 

The proposed rule contemplates that 
the written statements may be used by 
investment advisers as part of their ad¬ 
vertising or sales literature. In this re¬ 
gard. Investment advisers could include 
other information in their written dis¬ 
closure statements. Whether or not such 
additional Information is Included, the 
written statement as a whole must com¬ 
ply with Rule 206(4)-l under the Ad¬ 
visers Act relating to advertisements by 
Investment advisers. 

Further, a number of investment ad¬ 
visers provide more than one type of in¬ 
vestment advisory service. These invest¬ 
ment advisers would not be precluded 
under proposed Rule 200(4)-4 from us¬ 
ing two or more written statements con¬ 
taining different information designed 
for the particular type of service dis¬ 
cussed therein. Copies of all written 
statements furnished to any clients or 
prospective clients should, however, be 
retained in accordance with proposed 
paragraph (14) of Rule 204-2'a). 

Delivery and amendment require - 
menu. Proposed Rule 200(4)-4 requires, 
generally, that investment advisers fur¬ 
nish a written disclosure statement to 
every client and prospective client not 
less than 40 hours prior to entering into, 
extending or renewing any investment 
advisory contract with such persons. The 
48 hour time period is designed to afford 
clients and prospective clients an oppor¬ 


tunity to consider carefully the dis¬ 
closures contained in the written 
statements. 

Under the Rule as proposed, invest¬ 
ment advisers are specifically exempted 
from the requirement of furnishing a 
written disclosure statement to any 
client which is an Investment company 
registered under the Investment Com¬ 
pany Act of 1940 (15 U.8.C. 80a-l ct seq.). 
Tills exception is based on the fact that 
Investment advisers arc already required 
pursuant to section 15(c) of the Invest¬ 
ment Company Act < 15 U.8.C. 80o-15(c)) 
to provide extensive disclosures to the 
boards of directors of investment com¬ 
panies and that those disclosures should 
encompass at least the Information that 
would appear in the proposed written dis¬ 
closure statement. 

Paragraph (f) of proposed Rule 206 
(4)-4 provides investment advisers with 
an optional exemption from the 48 hour 
prior delivery requirements under cer¬ 
tain conditions. This optional exemption 
has been Included because many invest¬ 
ment advisers who provide periodic pub¬ 
lications or reports on a subscription 
basis permit clients to purchase their 
services by responding to newspaper or 
magazine advertisements. The 48 hour 
prior delivery requirement may unneces¬ 
sarily disrupt this marketing procedure. 

Accordingly, the alternative provided 
in paragraph (f) is available for invest¬ 
ment advisers with respect to all clients 
and prospective clients who are not pur¬ 
chasing account management services. 
This alternative requires that investment 
advisers furnish written statements to 
clients and prospective clients not later 
than 30 days subsequent to entering into, 
extending or renewing any investment 
advisory contract and. further, that such 
investment advisory contract must pro¬ 
vide that it can be rescinded by such 
client or prospective client without pen¬ 
alty within five business days after the 
client or prospective client has received 
the written statement. 

If a statement becomes materially in¬ 
accurate for any reason, paragraph (e) 
requires that it should not be given to 
any client or prospective client until it 
is amended or revised to correct the in¬ 
accuracy. 

It should also be noted that proposed 
Rule 200(4)-4 does not attempt to de¬ 
fine acts, practices or courses of business 
that are fraudulent, deceptive or manip¬ 
ulative. Rather, this proposal sets forth 
a means reasonably designed to prevent 
the occurrence of such acts, practices 
and courses of business in accordance 
with the authority contained In section 
206(4) of the Advisers Act. Nevertheless, 
the making of false representations in, or 
the omission of material facts from, the 
proposed written statement could con¬ 
stitute a fraudulent or deceptive act, 
practice or course of business within the 
meaning of section 206 of the Advisers 
Act. 

Finally, proposed Rule 206(4)-4 ex¬ 
pressly provides in paragraph (g) that it 
is not to be viewed as being the only 
disclosure requirement to which invest¬ 


ment advisers are subject. Thus, to the 
extent that investment advisers are re¬ 
quired pursuant to any provision of the 
Advisers Act or the rules and regulations 
thereunder to disclose any other infor¬ 
mation not required by the proposed 
Rule, they would still be required to 
make such disclosures and. where appro¬ 
priate. the written disclosure statement 
could be usee* for that purpose. It is an¬ 
ticipated. moreover, that this statement 
could be used to provide other disclosures 
which the investment advisers may be re¬ 
quired to make under other federal se¬ 
curities laws. 

It should be noted that proposed Rule 
206(4)-4 would not specifically require 
that investment advisers notify clients of 
material changes ether than by means 
of a disclosure statement required to be 
delivered at the time when their con¬ 
tracts are entered into, extended or re¬ 
newed. Although such disclosure other¬ 
wise might be reoulrcd by the provisions 
of 8ection 206. the Commission Invites 
comments on whether investment ad¬ 
visers specifically should be required to 
notify clients of any such material 
changes, either by delivery of a revised 
disclosure statement or by letter describ¬ 
ing the material changes, within a rea¬ 
sonable time, say 30 days, after the 
changes have occurred. Based on Us re¬ 
view of the comments, the Commission 
may determine to Include such a require¬ 
ment either In Rule 206<4>-4 or in a 
companion rule. 

The text of proposed subparagraph 
(14) of § 275.204 2(ft) is as follows; 

§ 275.204—2 flnok* nnd record* to be 
maintained b y investment advi-erm. 

(a) Every investment adviser who 
makes use of the mails or of any means 
or instrumentality of Interstate com¬ 
merce In connection with his or its busi¬ 
ness as an Investment adviser (other than 
one specifically exempted from registra¬ 
tion pursuant to Section 203(b) (15 
U.8.C. 80b 3(b)) of the Act) shall make 
and keep true, accurate and current the 
following books and records relating to 
his investment advisory business: 

• • • • • 

(14) A copy of each written statement, 
and each amendment or revision thereof, 
given or sent to any client or prospective 
client of such investment adviser In ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of § 275.- 
206(4)-4 under the Act. and an indica¬ 
tion of the first and last dates that each 
written statement, and each amendment 
or revision thereof, was given to any 
client or prospective client. 

• • • • t 

The text of proposed § 275.206(4)-4 is 
as follows: 

§ 275,206(4)—4 Written di»rlo«iirr Male* 
ntenM. 

(a) It shall be unlawful for any in¬ 
vestment adviser: 

(1) To enter into, extend or renew any 
investment advisory contract with any 
client or prospective client (other than 
an Investment company registered under 
the Investment Company Act of 1940), 
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or in any way to perform any such con¬ 
tract entered into, extended or renewed 
on or after the effective date of this rule, 
unless such investment adviser furnishes 
such client or prospective client with a 
written statement complying with para¬ 
graphs Cb> through (e) of this section 

(i) not less than 48 hours prior to en¬ 
tering into, extending or renewing such 
contract, or fii> in accordance with para¬ 
graph (f) of this section; or 

(2) To furnish any client or prospec¬ 
tive client with a written statement re¬ 
quired by this rule which contains any 
untrue statement of a material fact or 
which is otherwise false or misleading, 
or which does not otherwise comply with 
the provisions of Rule 206(4>-l under the 
Act. 

(b) For all investment advisers, the 
written statement required by this rule 
shall disclose the followlqp: 

(1) The type or types of services 
which the investment adviser offers to 
clients. Including, but not limited to, in¬ 
vestment supervisory services, the man¬ 
agement of securities accounts for clients 
under circumstances not involving in¬ 
vestment supervisory services, or the is¬ 
suance of periodic publications relating 
to securities on a subscription basis; 

(2) The type or types of clients for 
which the investment adviser provides 
Investment advice, including, but not 
limited to, individuals or specified classes 
of Individuals, investment companies, 
pension and profit-sharing plans and 
banks; 

(3) The length of time that the in¬ 
vestment adviser has been engaged in 
business as an investment adviser; 

(4) The types of securities and invest¬ 
ment techniques concerning which the 
Investment adviser provides investment 
advice; 

(5) The genera] source or sources of 
information used by the investment ad¬ 
viser os the basis for any investment ad¬ 
vice rendered to clients, and the methods 
employed By the investment adviser to 
analyze or evaluate such information; 

(8) The number of persons associated 
with the investment adviser (other than 
persons whose functions are solely cleri¬ 
cal or ministerial) whose functions or 
duties relate to providing investment ad¬ 
vice to clients, and the general stand¬ 
ards of education and business back¬ 
ground which the investment adviser 
requires of such persons; 

<7) The education and business back¬ 
ground of each person associated with 
the investment adviser who determines or 
approves what investment advice shall 
be rendered by the investment adviser 
to any client, or to which clients such 
investment advice shall be rendered; 

(8) Cl) The basis or bases of fees 
charged for the services which the In¬ 
vestment adviser provides and when such 


fees are payable, and (ill if such fees are 
payable prior to the rendering of tho 
services relating thereto, a statement as 
to whether, to what extent and under 
what conditions such fees win be re¬ 
funded to clients; 

(9) The procedures and conditions. If 
any, pursuant to which the investment 
adviser or any client of the Investment 
adviser may terminate an investment ad¬ 
visory contract prior to the termination 
date set forth in the contract; and 

(10) (i) Whether the investment ad¬ 
viser Is a broker or dealer, or (11) the 
name of any broker or dealer affiliated 
with the investment adviser, the nature 
of such affiliation, and the business re¬ 
lationship, if any. between such broker 
or dealer and the investment adviser. 

(c) If the Investment adviser provides 
investment supervisory services as de¬ 
fined in section 202(a) (13) (15 UAC. 
80b-2(a) (13)) of the Act or manages 
investment advisory accounts for clients 
under circumstances not Involving In¬ 
vestment supervisory services, the writ¬ 
ten statement required by this rule shall 
disclose the following Information in ad¬ 
dition to that required by paragraph (b) 
of this section; 

ll) The minimum dollar amount of 
assets and any other conditions required 
by the Investment adviser to establish an 
investment advisory account; 

(2) U) Whether and to what extent the 
investment adviser may have discretion¬ 
ary authority to purchase or sell securi¬ 
ties for the accounts of clients without 
obtaining the consent of such clients 
before such transactions are effected, and 

(11) the maximum number of investment 
advisory accounts with respect to which 
the investment adviser may delegate its 
discretionary authority to any one per¬ 
son associated with the Investment 
adviser; 

(3) Whether and to what extent the 
Investment adviser may have discretion¬ 
ary authority to select brokers or dealers 
to execute transactions in securities for 
its clients or for the accounts of its cli¬ 
ents. and. if so. the factors considered in 
making such selections; 

(4) If the investment adviser provides 
investment supervisory services, the fac¬ 
tors relating to the individual circum¬ 
stances of any client which the invest¬ 
ment adviser considers in determining 
whether to recommend that such client 
purchase or sell any security or whether 
to effect the purchase or sale of any 
security for the account of such client 
pursuant to discretionary authority; 

(5) 0) Tho frequency and nature of 
the investment adviser's review of each 
investment advisory account, and (11) 
the frequency and nature of any reports 
furnished to clients concerning their in¬ 
vestment advisory accounts; and 


(6) The terms and conditions of any 
arrangements or understandings pursu¬ 
ant to which the investment adviser, or 
any person associated with the invest¬ 
ment adviser, has agreed to compensate 
any person for the referral of clients to 
the investment adviser. 

<d> Such written statement (1) shAli 
prominently state that the Commission 
has not passed upon the abilities, quali¬ 
fications or business practices of the in¬ 
vestment adviser and that the Commis¬ 
sion has not passed upon the accuracy 
or adequacy of the written statement, 
and C2> shall be retained by the invest¬ 
ment adviser pursuant to Rule 204-2(a) 
(14) under the Act. 

(e) If the information contained in any 
written statement required by this rule 
becomes materially Inaccurate for any 
reason, the investment adviser shall no 
longer furnish such written statement 
to any client or prospective client unless 
the Investment adviser has amended or 
revised the written statement to correct 
such information. 

(f) An investment adviser electing to 
comply with the provisions of subdivision 
(ii) of paragraph (a)(1) of this section 
may furnish the written statement re¬ 
quired by tills rule to any client or pros¬ 
pective client not later than 30 days sub¬ 
sequent to entering into, extending or re¬ 
newing any Investment advisory contract 
with such client or prospective client, 
provided that: (1) Such contract does 
not provide for the rendering of any in¬ 
vestment advisory service or services 
which would require disclosure to such 
client or prospective client of the infor¬ 
mation set forth in paragraph (c> of this 
section; and (2) such contract provides 
that it may be rescinded by the client or 
prospective client without penalty «iI 
five business days after such client or 
prospective client has received the writ¬ 
ten statement. 

<g) Nothing in this rule shall relieve 
any Investment adviser from any obliga¬ 
tion pursuant to any provision of the Act 
or the rules and regulations thereunder 
to disclose any information to its clients 
or prospective clients not specifically re¬ 
quired by this rule. 

AH interested persons are invited to 
submit their written views and comments 
on the proposals to George A. Fitzsim¬ 
mons. Secretary. Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission. Washington. D.C. 
20549. on or before April 30. 1975. AH 
communications in this regard should re¬ 
fer to File No. 87-555. and will be avail¬ 
able for public Inspection. 

By the Commission. 

fsxALl Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

March 5, 1975. 

(FR Doc. 75-8775 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

|FRL 343* *7; FlFRA Docket No. 246, etc.) 


CHAPMAN CHEMICAL COMPANY. ET AL 


Resumed Hearing 

The hearing in the above matter, re¬ 
lating to the cancellation of the regis¬ 
trations of pesticides containing mer¬ 
cury. which has been in recess since 
January 10. 1075. will resume on Tues¬ 
day. April 8. 1975. at 9:30 am. in Room 
3908, Waterside Mall, 401 M Street SW.. 
Washington. D.C. 

The Respondent, except for one wit¬ 
ness. has completed the presentation of 
his case. The other parties will present 
their evidence at the resumed hearing. 

The prder of subjects to be consid¬ 
ered will be as set forth In the Admin¬ 
istrative Law Judge's report of confer¬ 
ence dated December 12, 1974, with esti¬ 
mated time for the subject as follows: 


Subject; 

1. Dutch Elm disease 

treatment __ 

2. \V~oi and wood 

products_ 

3 Seed and bulb treat¬ 
ment ...____ 

4. Textiles and fabrics. 

6. Cosmetics and topi¬ 
cal therapeutics... 

6. Turf... 

7. Paint and coatings 

(also adhesive.*. 
Joint cement, plas¬ 
ter. grout, acousti¬ 
cs! costings)___ 

8. Other subjects not 
covered above..... 


Estimated Time 

Less than l day 

One hour 

Less than 1 day 
Less than 2 days 

Lea* than 1 day 
5 day* 


12 -15 days 
uncertain 


Subjects 1. 2 and 3 are scheduled for 
the first two days in the order listed: 
subjects 4 and 5 are scheduled for the 
following two days in the order listed: 
the other subjects will follow. 

In accordance with the above-men¬ 
tioned report of the Admintstrative Law 
Judge dated December 12, 1974. the par¬ 
ties shall submit verified statements of 
the witnesses and proposed exhibits at 
least 20 days before the scheduled or ex¬ 
pected testimony of the witness and 
shall also indicate the order in which the 
witnesses will present testimony. The ex¬ 
hibits shall be numbered as previously 
required by the Administrative Law 
Judgo (see Report of Prehearing Con¬ 
ference, dated March 22. 1974. pp. 6-7). 

Pursuant to f 164 8 of the a^pli- 
nbl? rules of practice (40 CFR Part 
164) the hearing will convene at the 
time and pi ice announced In this notice 
but thereafter it may be moved to a dif¬ 
ferent place and may be continued from 
day to day or recessed to a later day 


without other notice than announce¬ 
ment thereof at the hearing. 

Bernard D. Levinson, 
Administrative Law Judge, 

March 7, 1975. 

I PR Doc,75 6062 Filed 3-13-75;8:45 am) 
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CHRYSLER CORP., FORD MOTOR CO., 
AND GENERAL MOTORS CORP. 

Applications for Suspension of 1977 Motor 

Vehicle Exhaust Emission Standards; 

Decision of the Administrator 

March 5,1975. 

L Introduction. Section 202 of the 
Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 1857f-l, as 
amended by section 5 of the Energy Sup¬ 
ply and Environmental Coordination Act 
of 1974. Pub. L. 93-319. 88 Stat. 258. re¬ 
quires that emissions of carbon monox¬ 
ide and hydrocarbons from automobiles 
sold in this country during the 1977 model 
year be reduced by at least ninety percent 
from their 1970 levels. Under the stand¬ 
ard EPA test procedure, the emission lev¬ 
els needed to comply with this require¬ 
ment are a maximum of .41 grams per 
mile (g/mi) of hydrocarbons (HC) and 
3.4 grams per mile (g/mi) of carbon 
monoxide (CO). In addition, that section 
authorizes the Administrator of EPA to 
suspend the effective date of these reduc¬ 
tions for one year only—until the 1978 
model year—if he finds after public hear¬ 
ings that the following conditions have 
been met: 

The Administrator shall grant such sus¬ 
pension only if he determines that (1) such 
suspension is carentlal to the public Inter¬ 
est or the public health and welfare of the 
United States: (11) All good faith efforts have 
b:«n made to meet the standards established 
by this subsection; (111) the applicant has 
established that effective control technology, 
processes, operating methods, or other al¬ 
ternatives are not available or have not been 
available for a sum cent period of time to 
achieve compliance prior to the effective date 
of such standards, and (tv) the study and 
Investigation of the National Academy of 
Sciences conducted pursuant to subsection 
(o) and other Information available to him 
has not indicated that technology. processes, 
or other alternatives are available to meet 
ruch standards. 

Before the 1974 amendments, the 
Clean Air Act required the 90 percent HC 
and CO reductions to be achieved by the 
1975 model year, subject to a one-year 
extension which the Administrator of 
EPA could grant if he found that the 
auto companies had satisfied the statu¬ 
tory requirements quoted above. Al¬ 


though the 1974 amendments changed 
the law to defer the required reductions 
and related suspension provision for two 
years, they did not change either the 
level of the required HC and CO re¬ 
ductions ^r the terms on which a sus¬ 
pension of their effect could be granted. 1 
Proceedings under the prior version of 
the statute arc therefore relevant to my 
decision here. 

The first application for a suspension 
of what werethen the 1975 standards 
was filed with EPA on March 13. 1972 by 
A.B. Volvo Ltd. of Sweden. Shortly there¬ 
after, applications were also received 
from Chrysler, Ford, General Motors, 
and International Harvester. Former 
Administrator Ruckelshaus denied all 
five applications in a decision L&sucd 
May 12. 1972. 

The four American applicants ap¬ 
pealed this decision to the courts, and on 
February 10. 1973, the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Co¬ 
lumbia Circuit remanded the applica¬ 
tions to EPA for further consideration. 
"International Harvester Co. v. Ruckels¬ 
haus,” 478 F. 2d 615 (D.C. Cir. 1973). In 
its opinion the court defined a wide 
range of both technical and public policy 
Issues which EPA had to consider and 
make findings on before a decision to 
deny suspension could be sustained under 
the law. 

Public hearings were held under the 
remand order in March of 1973. and on 
April 11, Mr. Ruckclsh&us issued his de¬ 
cision upon remand. 38 FR 10317 
(April 26. 1973). He found that although 
the catalytic converters needed on 
nearly all vehicles in order to achieve 
the statutory standards had been devel¬ 
oped to the point where they were an 
available and effective means of emission 
control, there had been so little experi¬ 
ence in manufacturing and installing 
them that it was not prudent from a 
mass production standpoint to force their 
use on all cars sold In a single model 
year. In addition, a rigorous technical 
analysis had shown that models repre¬ 
senting only 66 percent of domestic auto 
sales could be predicted with high confi¬ 
dence to meet the statutory standards 
in the 1975 model year, and this was re¬ 
garded as too low a number to ensure 
that the "basic demand" for automobiles 


• 

*Congre^ did, however, change the ox¬ 
ides of nitrogen (NO*) emission standard 
that would accompany the statutory HC and 
CO standards. For 1975, the NO* standard— 
established admin Ittrattvely by EPA—wn* 3.1 
g/ml: a level of 2 0 g/ml has been legisla¬ 
tively established for 1977, with a level of 0.4 
g/ml to be achieved In the 1978 and subse¬ 
quent model yearn. 
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would be satisfied If the suspension were 
denied. 

Accordingly, the Administrator granted 
a suspension and established two sets of 
interim emission standards for the 1975 
model year.* * Cars sold in California, which 
is the only state permitted by the Clean 
Air Act to have its own auto emission 
standards, were required to meet levels of 
.9 g/ml HC. 9.0 g/mi CO. and 2.0 g/ml 
NO#. These HC and CO limits were set 
at levels thought to require the use of 
catalytic converters on most model lines. 
Cars sold in the other 49 states were re¬ 
quired to meet levels of 1.5 g/ml HC. 15 
g/ml CO. and 3.1 g/mi NO,. These HC 
and CO limits were set at levels thought 
not to require the use of catalytic con¬ 
verters on most model lines. These 
standards have since been adopted by 
Congress for the 1976 model year. A full 
range of automobiles has been certified 
and Is being produced for 1975 at both 
emission levels.* About 85 percent of 49 
state cars and almost all California cars 
will be equipped with catalytic converters 
in the 1975 model year. 

Under the 1974 amendments to the 
statute, a request for suspension of the 
1977 emission standards may be filed 
any time after January 1, 1975. Knowing 
that the major domestic auto companies 
Intended to file suspension applications, 
I urged them to Ale promptly, so that the 
required hearing could be held early 
enough, and could be expanded in scope 
by use of EPA's authority under section 
202(b) (4) .* to provide a useful record 
in connection with proposals for further 
legislative revision of the auto emission 
standards. Both Ford and Chrysler filed 
their applications on Monday. January 2. 
while General Motors filed about a week 
later. Well over three weeks of public 
hearings have been held on these three 
applications, and testimony has been re¬ 
ceived from a wide range of witnesses. 
Including domestic and foreign auto 
companies, manufacturers of catalysts, 
carburetors, and fuel injection systems, 
elected officials, and representatives of 
other Federal agencies and of environ¬ 
mental interest groups. 

II. Summary of decision. I have de¬ 
cided to grant the request of the appli¬ 
cants for suspension of the effective¬ 
ness of the statutory emission standards 
for HC and CO in the 1977 model year, 
and am establishing as interim standards 
for that model year the current Federal 
Interim standards for those pollutants, 


•Tli© 1970 revision of th© Clean Air Act 
also authorised a one-year suspension of th© 
1976 standard for NO, emission* or .40 g/ml 
on th© same terms that governed a suspen¬ 
sion rf the 1075 standards. On July 30. 1973 
Acting Administrator Frt found that NO, 
control techn' logy at that time was too un¬ 
developed to support a prediction that th© 
standard could be met by 1976 and granted 
a suspension. 

• Section 302(b)(4) of th© Clean Air Act 
requires the Administrator of EPA to report 
annually to the Congress on the auto of 
progress of auto emission control, and au¬ 
thorizes him to hold hearings and subpoena 
information and witnesses for this purpose. 


i.e. 1.5 g/mi HC and 15 g/ml CO. to¬ 
gether with the statutory emissiDn 
standard of 2.0 g/mi NO, for the 1977 
model year. Furthermore, it is my view 
that consideration should be given to (a) 
extending through the 1979 model year 
this same set of emission standards, and 
(b) establishing emission standards of 
0.9 g/mi HC and 9.0 g/mi CO for'the 1983 
and 1981 model years, retaining the 2.0 
g/mi NO, standard. For the model years 
1982 and beyond. U Is my view that the 
original statutory HC and CO standards 
of 0.41 g/mi HC and 3.4 g/ml CO should 
remain our national goal, together with 
an emission standard of 2.0 g/mi for 
NO, or such more stringent NO. stand¬ 
ard as may be warranted by the con¬ 
clusions drawn from our ongoing review 
of the need for a new, short-term ambi¬ 
ent standard for oxides of nitrogen. 

Three major issues have dominated 
these proceedings. They are: 

(1) The progress made in developing, 
and the status of, technology to control 
auto emissions to the levels called for 
by the Cleon Air Act; 

(2) The impact on fuel consumption 
and on the general state of the economy 
of increasingly tighter levels of auto 
emission controls; and 

<3> The impact on the public health of 
automobile emissions of carbon monox¬ 
ide, hydrocarbons, and sulfuric acid. 

These are the first EPA suspension 
hearings to be held since the widespread 
introduction of the catalytic converter 
for emission control began in the fall of 
1974. Much of the inquiry has naturally 
centered on the past and potential per¬ 
formance of that particular device, which 
many of the auto companies (all of the 
domestics) have relied upon heavily to 
achieve the 1975 and to approach tho 
statutory levels of HC/CO control. 

In many ways, catalysts have per¬ 
formed far better than some predicted 
when the 1975 interim standards were 
first established two-years ago. Contrary 
to many,predictions, both the production 
of catalysts and their installation on 
automobiles Is proceeding without diffi¬ 
culty. The President of the National 
Academy of Sciences has stated that, as 
of November 1974 “significant advances 
have made catalytic cmlssions-control 
systems much more satisfactory for the 
control of automotive emissions than we 
anticipated in 1073”. NAS Rept. p. v. 4 


-In thin Decision, tho following abbrevi¬ 
ated elutions are used: 

NAB Rept. The Report by the Committee 
on Motor Vehicle Emissions of the National 
Academy of Sciences dated November 1974. 

FB Rept. “Potential for Motor Vehicle Puel 
Economy Improvement—Report to the Con¬ 
gress" prepared by EPA and the Deportment 
of Transportation and dated October 24. 
1974. 

Status Rept. “Automobile Emission Con¬ 
trol: The Technical Status and Outlook as 
Of December 1974“ prepared by EPA's Emis¬ 
sion Control Technology Division And dated 
January 1975. 

C. App. The Requeet for Suspension of 
Chrysler Corporation (6 Vote., dated January 
and February 1976). 


It now appears from preliminary data 
that the durability of catalytic emission 
control installed on production cars is 
at least as good as for pre-catalyst emis¬ 
sion control systems. Both Ford and 
General Motors have run extensive ve¬ 
hicle fleets equipped with catalysts under 
normal highway driving conditions In 
California, and have reported highly 
satisfactory durability and emissions 
control results. NAS Rept. 122-127; F. 
App. IV-A. Indeed. OM testified with 
some emphasis that their expectation 
was that catalyst cars in the hands of 
the consumer would show less of an 
emissions increase with increasing mile¬ 
age than their prototypes had evidenced 
while passing the EPA certification test. 
Tr. 411-17,512-14. 

The function of the catalyst is to ac¬ 
celerate the rate at which the exhaust 
HC and CO gases coming out of the 
engine react with oxygen In air to form 
harmless C02 and water. The catalytic 
material speeds up these reactions, and 
allows them to take place at lower tem¬ 
peratures than would otherwise be re¬ 
quired. Catalysts in use on today's cars 
can reduce the hydrocarbons and carbon 
monoxide emitted from the vehicle tail¬ 
pipe by 50 to 60 percent at the end of 
50.000 miles of EPA durability testing. 
By the 1977 model year, this reduction 
may approach 70 percent. 

This high conversion efficiency has 
two consequences. First, it allows the 
engine to be retuned for better fuel 
economy at the expense of emissions 
coming out of the engine, since much 
of the task of cleaning them up can be 
left to the catalyst. This has helped make 
possible the average 13.5 percent fuel 
economy improvement realized by 1975 
cars over comparable 1974 models. As 
the NAS has stated: 

|Sline© exhaust treatment tend* to decouple 
cmU-ton* control frrm the traditional 
engine-design constraints, there may be an 
Inherent advantage to this approach, ©spe¬ 
edily In the control of emissions from en¬ 
gines whose deilgn has evolved without 
emissions constraint*. 

NAS Rept. p. 31. 

Second, it appears that the hlgh- 
cfflciency after-treatment provided by 
catalytic technology will be needed In 
the next few years, and may be needed 
even in the longer term, if the statutory 
emission standards of .41 g/ml HC and 
3.4 g/ml CO arc to be attained by a 
vehicle that is also capable of providing 


P. App. The Application for Suspension of 
Ford Motor Company dated January 1975. 

OM App. The request for Suspension of 
General Motors Corporation dated January 
1975. 

Tr. The transcript of the hearings held on 
this matter from January 21, 1975 to Feb¬ 
ruary fl, 1975. 

8ulfate Tr. Tho transcript of the hearing* 
held from February 18. 1975 to February 12. 
1976 to consider sulfate emissions from 
catalyst-equipped vehicle*. 

Other submissions are cited by the name 
or Initials of the submitting company and 
the date submitted, eg.. C. 4/18/75 p. 2. 
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the Improved fuel economy the nation 
la noiv demanding. 

At less stringent levels, approaching 
the California Interim standards of .9 g/ 
ml HC and 0 g/mi CO. the evidence, 
though conflicting. Indicates that com¬ 
pliance can be achieved by about 1989 
without the use of catalysts and with 
equivalent fuel economy to what cat¬ 
alysts would provide. 

The rapid advance of emission control 
technology Is more fully described below. 
To summarize, work on such significant 
modifications of the present engine as 
stratified charge or rotary engines has 
moved during the past two years at a 
somewhat rlower pace than might have 
been anticipated, though Industry in¬ 
terest remains high. This Is due both to 
the failure of some of these systems to 
completely boor out their first promise 
upon detailed examination, and to the 
unwillingness of the Industry to commit 
resources to significant changes in engine 
configuration before long term emission 
standards (particularly for NO ) are 
known with greater certainty than at 
present. By contrast, a whole range of 
modifications to the present engine in 
the fields of fuel preparation, exhaust 
treatment, and electronic control of 
engine operation are in more or less ad¬ 
vanced stage* of development. These 
modifications have the promise of im¬ 
proving both emission control and fuel 
economy, although In some cases at some 
additional expense, and their rapid prog¬ 
ress has decreased the relative appeal of 
more drastic engine changes. 

The report of the National Academy 
of Sciences, given a fair reading. Indi¬ 
cates that the technology to meet the 
statutory HC and CO emission standards 
is available. In addition, a detailed Tech¬ 
nical Appendix prepared by iny own stiff 
reaches the same result in concluding 
that models representing 90-100 percent 
of 1975 production will be able to certify 
at the statutory standards in 1977. Since 
the NAS testified that it relied largely 
on somewhat outdated Information that 
did not take account of recent improve¬ 
ments, Tr. 2380-81, and since the predic¬ 
tive methodology used In the Technical 
Appendix is dcliberatively conservative, a 
high degree of confidence can be as¬ 
signed to these projections. Attainment 
of the statutory emission standards in 
the 1977 model year would provide the 
maximum protection of the public health 
from HC and CO emissions from those 
vehicles that Is achievable with present 
technolog*'. 

I thus find that catalyst technology 
exists and could be applied to meet the 
statutory HC and CO emission levels on 
a very large proportion of automobiles by 
1977. I also find that this would carry 
with It a reduction In fuel economy of 
five to ten percent in 1977 as well as an 
increase in first cost which is estimated 
at $109 to $150. Although the fuel econ¬ 
omy reduction find nice Increase would 
in theory lead to some decrease In sales, 
the extent of such adverse sales impact 
is too slight and uncertain to be reliably 
quantified. 


Based on the foregoing factors alone— 
which together with the issue of "good 
faith’* are the only factors considered in 
prior suspension decisions—and con¬ 
sidering the matter in the context of the 
court’s opinion in -International Har¬ 
vester v. Ruckelshaus", I would deny the 
suspension of the statutory emission 
standards. 

However, the foregoing factors are not 
the only factors that must govern my 
decision in this matter. This year there 
is an unprecedented concern uniquely 
important to this Agency that alters the 
decision I would otherwise make. This 
concern Is that the use of the only tech¬ 
nology now' available to the auto manu¬ 
facturers to achieve reductions in HC/ 
CO emissions to the statutory levels in 
1977, i.e., the catalytic converter, would 
increase significantly emissions of 
another pollutant that can be harmful to 
health, namely sulfuric acid. Though 
substantia! uncertainty exists as to the 
exact magnitude of the impact of such 
an increase in the sulfuric acid emissions 
on air quality, the weight of scientific 
opinion indicates a legitimate cause for 
concern that such emissions represent a 
risk to public health. 

My concern with emissions of unregu¬ 
lated pollutants from catalyst s, and 
specifically with sulfuric acid, is not new. 
In testimony before the Senate in 
November of 1973,1 stated that EPA had 
intensified Ita research program to de¬ 
fine and quantify what at that time was 
preliminary data concerning sulfuric 
acid emissions. I committed the Agency 
to a number of actions Including (a) 
development of a test procedure for -sul¬ 
furic acid," (b) consideration of means 
of controlling such emissions and <c> 
estimating the impact of these emissions 
on air quality and the public health. As 
discussed below, much work has been 
successfully done on the first two of 
these programs and while the public 
health question remains ui. quantified, 
certain conclusions can now be peached. 

More specifically, data accumulated in 
the past year end a hail leave no doubt 
that catalyst-equipped cars emit greater 
quantities of sulfates—primarily small 
droplets or particles of sulfuric acid and 
some other sulfur compounds—than do 
non-catalyst equipped cars. Wide ranges 
of uncertainty exist both as to the ac¬ 
tual health effects of sulfuric acid emis¬ 
sions and the degree to which catalyst 
equipped cars do in fact contribute to 
increased atmospheric sulfate loadings, 
even on a lacal basis. There is. however, 
a reasonable consensus that sulfuric acid 
emissions from cars pose a risk to public 
health even though the extent of that 
risk cannot yet be quantified. An EPA 
staff paper, reproduced at Tr. 2256-96, 
suggests that as additional model years 
of catalyst-equipped cars are introduced 
into service, there is an increasing risk 
that adverse health effects from sulfuric 
acid will be observed, particularly in 
sensitive populations. At some point 
catalysts might begin to do more harm 
by creating sulfuric acid than good 
through additional control of hydro¬ 
carbons and carbon monoxide. 


Though the EPA staff paper may tend 
to overstate the imminence of the prob¬ 
lem. the witnesses at our hearing gen¬ 
erally agreed that it provides as good an 
estimate of the problem ns can be made 
at this time given the tremendous un¬ 
certainties which are inevitable in any 
estimate of this matter. Future studies 
of this issue ore necessary and are being 
undertaken. However, their results can¬ 
not be expected to provide definitive in¬ 
formation on the health questions in¬ 
volved for at least two more years. 

This suspension decision will not wait 
for thore studies. The concrete dilemma 
it poses is this: 

On the one hand, by moving to very 
stringent emission standards such as the 
statutory or California interim levels, we 
can ensure that rroven technology will 
be applied to achieve the maximum de¬ 
gree of public health protection against 
damage from HC and CO emissions that 
is currently achlzvallc In the 1977 model 
year. However, at these low levrls of HC 
and CO emissions, catalysts arc sure to 
be used on almost all vehicles, and used 
together with air pumps: air pumps 
significantly increase sulfuric add emis¬ 
sions from a catalyst-equipped vehicle. 
In the range of 59 to 190 percent over a 
catalyst operating without rn air pump. 
A vehicle air pump Is used to inject extra 
air from the atmosphere directly into the 
exhaust * system ahead of the catalyst. 
The extra oxygen so provided allows the 
catalyst to do a more complete job of 
converting HC and CO to CO, and water. 
However, the extra oxygen also encour¬ 
ages the conversion of sulfur dioxide 
fSO;> in the exhaust gas to the sulfate 
compound SO,, which then reacts with 
water available in the exhaust to form 
sulfuric acid. 

On the other hand, by staling at the 
national interim levels of 1.5 g-'mi of HC 
and 15 g/mi CO. we would accept emis¬ 
sion reductions for there two pollutants 
that are well short of the best that tech¬ 
nology can achieve, but which ore still 
stringent enough to result in continued 
reduction In tofc»I HC end CO emissions. 
The potential of a sulfuric acid problem 
would dc substantially Irssenrd by such 
a step. Many vehicles will be capable of 
meeting those standards in 1977 without 
catalysts, and most of those that will use 
catalysts will be able to do so without the 
use of an air pump. 

With reluctance, and with full aware¬ 
ness that 1 may b? erring an the side of 
caution, I have for there reasons decided 
to choose the second alternative, and to 
continue the 1975 national interim 
standards for the 1977 model year. 

I believe that this decision is fully 
consistent with the statutory mandate 
and with the opinion of the Court of Ap¬ 
peals in the -International Harvester- 
case. The Clean Air Act requires me to 
find that -effective technology- to 
achieve the standards Is lacking before 
I grant a suspension. I do not believe that 
if the evidence were plain that sulfate 
emissions were an imminent danger, any¬ 
one would argue that I could not consider 
that fact In making my Judgment here. 
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Certainly Congress could not have In* 
tended that "effective” would describe 
a technology that did more harm to pub* 
lie health In one aspect than it prevented 
in another. 

Of course, the evidence is not clear. 
Nevertheless. In giving high weight to an 
uncertain risk of severe adverse conse¬ 
quences. whether those might take the 
form of immediate danger to health or of 
commitment to a regulatory course that 
might later have to be changed precipi¬ 
tously, I believe I am responsive to the 
court’s concern that any decision on the 
statutory criteria “take into account the 
nature and consequences of risk of error”, 
478 F.2d 643. 

Nor do I believe that a contrary de¬ 
cision is compelled by the NAS Report. 
Though I do not question its conclusion 
that the technology to meet the current 
certification standards for HC and CO 
and to achieve substantial compliance In 
use is in fact available, the Committee on 
Motor Vehicle Emissions which produced 
the report did not consider the question 
of sulfuric acid in any depth. Tr. 2388-90. 
The Court of Appeals has made clear that 
I am not bound by the NAS conclusions 
”as to matters interlaced with policy and 
legal aspects,” or to the extent that I 
may rely on “later-acquircd research and 
experience.” 478 F.2d 649. 

My decision does not rest on a judg¬ 
ment that the problem of sulfates Is 
more severe than the problem of cur¬ 
rently regulated pollutants. The data arc 
much too fragmentary to support any 
such prediction. Rather, this decision 
rests on a judgment about risks and the 
weight to be assigned them. Since most 
persons addressing the point agreed that 
there is a potential sulfuric acid prob¬ 
lem and that its extent is surrounded by 
uncertainties of all sorts, the possibility 
that It may prove worse than anticipated 
cannot be dismissed. 

It Is almost a rule of life that problems 
are easier to prevent than to cure, and 
easier to cure the earlier they are de¬ 
tected. The decision I have reached will 
significantly slow down the growth of 
the potential sulfuric acid problem and 
give all involved some needed time to 
assess its true magnitude and settle on 
steps to deal with it. All these steps in¬ 
volve substantial leadtime before they 
can become effective. In particular. I 
expect the automobile companies to de¬ 
vote a considerable part of their engi¬ 
neering resources to work on character¬ 
izing and coping with sulfuric acid 
emissions* 

The same considerations that govern 
my suspension decision affect my con¬ 
clusions as to options I believe should 
be considered for the longer term. Here, 
I have attempted to reconcile two objec¬ 
tives. They are preventing on increase in 
automotive sulfuric acid emissions to 
currently projected levels and preserv¬ 
ing as much as possible the momentum 
we have built up toward further reduc¬ 
tions of HC and CO emissions from the 
automobile. Where conflicts between 
these two objectives have occurred, I 
have tended to emphasize the former 


because of the concerns that I have ex¬ 
pressed earlier in this document. 

Accordingly. I would suggest that con¬ 
sideration be given to retaining for the 

1978 and 1979 model years the 1975 na¬ 
tional interim standards for HC and 
CO. and to establishment of emission 
standards at the interim California levels 
for these two pollutants for 1980 and 
1981. 

As an integral part of this approach, 
I Intend to establish an emission stand¬ 
ard for sulfuric acid emissions from mo¬ 
tor vehicles. Though a Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking will be issued within two 
months, both the industry lead times 
Involved and the Inherent complexity 
of the matter preclude making such a 
standard applicable earlier than the 

1979 model year. 

The decision as to the level for such 
a sulfuric acid standard will be a very 
difficult one. Unfortunately, data are not 
now available, and probably will still be 
unavailable at the time that an emission 
limit must be established for sulfuric 
acid for 1979 model year vehicles, to de¬ 
termine what level of sulfuric acid emis¬ 
sions could confidently be considered 
acceptable from a public health stand¬ 
point. However, the catalyst has both 
proven and potential benefits for con¬ 
trol of HC. CO. and NO* together with 
fuel economy. To a degree, these benefits 
are unequalled by other technologies now 
known or foreseen. Clearly it would not 
be responsible to stifle this technology 
for Insubstantial reasons. But, if cata¬ 
lysts cannot be used safely despite their 
benefits, his hard decision will have to be 
made. 

The level most completely and cer¬ 
tainly protective of public health from 
any sulfuric acid risks, in the absence of 
health effects data that would permit 
establishment of an adverse effects 
threshold for sulfuric acid, would be at 
or near the level of sulfuric acid emitted 
from non-catalyst equipped cars, which 
is estimated at about .001 g/mi. Such a 
level almost certainly could not be met 
by catalyst-equipped cars operating on 
gasoline with currently anticipated sul¬ 
fur levels, even with maximum feasible 
sulfuric acid controls on the vehicle. 

Maximum control of sulfuric acid 
emitted from catalyst-equipped vehicles 
may permit achievement of sulfuric acid 
emission levels in the range of .01 g/rai. 
With the addition of gasoline desulfuri¬ 
zation, which could be implemented over 
a 3- to 6-year period, sulfuric acid emis¬ 
sions from catalyst-equipped vehicles 
may be further controllable to levels on 
the order of .005 g/mi. 

Unless reductions to the range of such 
levels are acceptable from a public health 
standpoint, the most conservative emis¬ 
sion standard that could be set would be 
at a level essentially equivalent to that 
of non-catalyst cars. This would almost 
certainly mean the demise of catalyst 
technology for the foreseeable future 
which, in turn, would cast serious doubt 
on the ability of the industry to achieve 
the statutory HC and CO standards to¬ 
gether with improved fuel economy or to 


achieve NO* emission levels much below 
2.0 g/mi. 

On the other hand, a sulfuric acid 
stand 3rd set at the low est level likely to 
be achievable with catalysts, probably in 
the vicinity of .005-.01 g/ml. (depending 
upon whether gasoline is desulfurlzed > 
clearly will permit At least somewhat 
greater sulfuric acid emissions and, 
therefore, presumptively a somewhat 
greater health risk, than the first alter¬ 
native. 

By remaining at the national Interim 
standards in the 1977 and 1978 model 
year, we can ensure that manufacturers 
will not have any significant incentive 
to make changes that would Increase sul¬ 
furic acid emissions before a sulfuric acid 
emission standard can be established. In¬ 
deed sulfuric Acid emissions should de¬ 
crease as new types of emission controls 
are phased In. 

Imposition of a sulfuric acid emission 
standard In the range being considered 
may make it difficult for some manufac¬ 
turers ot simultaneously meet stricter 
standards for HC and CO. Therefore, I 
believe that HC and CO emission stand¬ 
ards probably should not be tightened in 
the first year that a sulfuric acid emis¬ 
sion standard becomes effective. This will 
help ensure that the projected sulfuric 
acid standard can be met on schedule. 

For this reason. I am recommending 
that the current national Interim stand¬ 
ards be extended through the 1979 model 
year as well. 

By 1980. it should be possible to move 
to tighter HC and CO emission levels 
with no compromise of sulfuric acid 
control. The many new developments in 
emission control technology discussed be¬ 
low should be coming into general use by 
then. I believe that they should make it 
possible to meet the California Interim 
levels without the use of catalysts should 
that be necessary, or to substantially de¬ 
crease sulfuric acid emissions from cata¬ 
lyst-equipped cars by reducing the 
amount of work the catalyst must do or 
by some other means such as a sulfate 
trap if a suitable one can be developed 
in time. 

I do not recommend that the current 
statutory HC and CO standards be de¬ 
ferred beyond 1981. Those standards, wo 
now believe, will probably require the use 
of an oxidizing catalyst if acceptable fuel 
economy b to be maintained. Though fu¬ 
ture developments in catalyst technology, 
study of the sulfuric acid problem, or 
study of sulfuric acid control may well 
change our conclusions, we currently be¬ 
lieve that desulfurization of gasoline may 
be required if the statutory HC and CO 
emission levels are to be achieved con¬ 
currently with acceptably low emissions 
of sulfates. However, as noted earlier in 
this discussion, even substantial gasoline 
desulfurization, combined with catalyst 
modifications, may not produce accept¬ 
ably low sulfuric acid emission levels. 

Where emissions of NO, arc con¬ 
cerned, I recommend that the current 
legislatively established level of 2.0 g/mi. 
be continued through 1981. Preliminary 
health effects data suggest the need by 
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the early 1080's for a nitrate standard 
or a more stringent ambient NO? stand¬ 
ard than now exists. Auto emission con¬ 
trols of NO. beyond 2.0 g/rai., together 
with tighter stationary source controls, 
may well be needed to help meet such an 
ambient standard. 

Recent studies have shown, contrary 
to what was widely believed in the past, 
that emission of NO. can be reduced to 
2.0 g/ml. from 3.1 g/ml. without signifi¬ 
cant adverse Impact on fuel economy. 
Accordingly. I believe that since a reduc¬ 
tion of greater than one third in emis¬ 
sions of this pollutant can be achieved 
at little cost, and by the use of current 
technology, national policy should re¬ 
quire It* 

I do not believe that any NO. emission 
standard for the period beyond 1981 
should be established at this time. The 
health data is in a state of flux, and in 
two years or so we should have a clearer 
picture. However, the possibility that a 
much stricter standard for NO. than la 
currently in force may need to be es¬ 
tablished is a major reason for my de¬ 
sire to avoid steps that might discourage 
the further development of catalytic 
technology. There is no currently feasi¬ 
ble technology except the catalyst that 
is capable of permitting an NOx stand¬ 
ard much below two grams per mile to 
be met on a full range of automobiles. 

I believe that this decision and my as¬ 
sociated longer-term conclusions repre¬ 
sent a responsible approach to the prob¬ 
lems of auto emission control. I believe 
that it is consistent with continued prog¬ 
ress toward cleaner air. 

Nevertlielcss, It is critically Important 
that the circumstances which have led 
me to conclude that the mast prudent 
choice Is to continue the Federal interim 
standards for the near term not be in¬ 
terpreted as signalling any slackening of 
our commitment to ongoing efforts to 
cope with our chronic problems of oxi¬ 
dant and CO.* While some upper bound 


• I ahotild point out. howrver, that there tm 
A chance that emissions of trulfurlc acid from 
automobiles may Increase If this alternative 
la ehoeen over what would hate happened 
were the current national standards of 3.1 
g/mJ. to be extended. Control of NO, may 
cause nc emissions to rise slightly. This In 
turn may tempt a manufacturer to obtain 
needed additional HC control by feeding It 
with aJr from an air pump. Use of an air 
pump could cause sulfuric acid emissions 
from the vehicle to Increase by as much as 
100 percent. 

However, technology Is available to control 
NO* to tho 2 g/mL level, and to control any 
slight Increase In HC without the use of 
an air pump. I expect manufacturers to act 
responsibly and to avoid use of an air pump, 
even If that should mean that the car gets 2 
of 3 percent teas fuel economy than it could 
get wtth an air pump; however, we are satis¬ 
fied that It Is possible to achieve adequate 
control of HC at 2 g/mL NO, without fuel 
penalty. 

• Another danger Inherent In this approach 
is that the auto companies will cease to pur¬ 
sue the new technologies that now appear so 
promising once they are no longer needed for 
emission control purposes. The past record of 
the Industry docs not give cause for optimism 
in this regard. 


ts set to this risk by the fact that even 
the national Interim standards by them¬ 
selves will result in Improving air quality 
for several more years, that improvement 
by Itself will not be nearly enough In 
many areas to attain the standards. 

In testimony before me. Mayor Gold¬ 
schmidt of Portland, Oregon said: 

There Is a talent In this country for ac- 
commcdating ourselves to adversity; and 
protty mx>n, what we |may| forget U that we 
ever had clean air or that we ever had a goal 
of getting to it. Tr. 1091. 

We must sec to it that such a possibility 
does not become a reality, and I will do 
what I can to minimize the possibility. 
In particular, although I believe a pause 
In the tightening of auto emission stand¬ 
ards is necessary for th? reasons I have 
outlined, I wont to emphasise strongly 
the need for the automobile industry to 
continue, on<l In fact increase, its efforts 
to develop safe methods of achieving fur¬ 
ther reductions in auto emissions. 

In addition, wc must redouble our ef¬ 
forts to control other sources of the 
auto-related pollutants. Including both 
stationary sources, and vehicles other 
than passenger cars, and to move for¬ 
ward with effective programs that will 
help to clean up the air, conserve energy, 
and stimulate mass transit by reducing 
our overreliancc on the private automo¬ 
bile. 

EPA remains committed to all controls 
on automotive pollutants needed to meet 
air quality standards. Including trans¬ 
portation control measures. I do not be¬ 
lieve that States and local governments 
should be penalized by the necessity of 
temporarily altering our auto emission 
control program. But there should be 
no doubt that all reasonable and avail¬ 
able measures that are within their con¬ 
trol and needed to meet our clean air 
goals should be implemented. 

The actions I plan to take Include the 
following: 

U> Emissions from o large number of 
vehicles—those currently classified as 
heavy duty—have to date been controlled 
only slightly. These vehicles contribute 
significantly to urban air pollution, and 
the proportion of their contribution has 
increased as passenger cars have been 
controlled to current levels. I expect very 
shortly to propose more stringent emis¬ 
sion controls for heavy duty vehicles. 

(2) EPA studies have clearly indicated 
that hydrocarbon emissions caused by 
evaporation from the fuel system of an 
automobile (as distinguished from In¬ 
complete combustion In the engine) are 
far greater than had been previously es¬ 
timated and may amount to the equiva¬ 
lent of tailpipe emissions of nearly two 
grams per mile. Both the NAS and my 
own technical staff have strongly recom¬ 
mended that a new evaporative emission 
standard be imposed. I shall make every 
effort to impose such a new standard by 
the 1978 model year. 

(3) At current levels of auto emission 
control, motorcycles emit substantially 
more pollution than a new car does. An 
advance notice of proposed rulemaking 
to correct that situation has been issued, 
39 FR 2108 (Jan. 17.1974), and the final 


regulations should be In effect tot the 
1978 model year. 

(4) The escape of vaporized gasoline 
when vehicles are refueled is another 
major source of hydrocarbons. In 
amounts equivalent to about .4 grams per 
mile. The NAS has stated that '‘reduc¬ 
tion in emission from these sources 
(evaporation and refueling losses) must 
be achieved before reduction of exhaust 
HC emissions below the present stand¬ 
ard of 1.5 g/ml. will have a significant 
effect on total HC emissions from light- 
duty vehicles”. NAS Repti p. 18. EPA has 
already Lssucd regulations on this point, 
requiring a 90 percent reduction in such 
emissions. I plan to Insure that the 
standard for vehicle refueling will re¬ 
quire the use of the most effective con¬ 
trol devices which arc available or can 
be developed. 

(5) Finally, EPA will re-examine cur¬ 
rent regulations providing for control of 
hydrocarbon emission from such things 
as paints, solvents dry-cleaning liquids, 
and refineries with a view to tightening 
them. Many of these regulations were 
drafted some time ago and do not re¬ 
flect the state of the technology which 
can be achieved with additional effort. 

XU. Discussion —1. Technology. The 
record of these suspension proceedings 
suggests that the technology of auto¬ 
mobile emission control has passed Its 
initial stages and entered on the period 
of rapid growth and development that 
most new technologies enjoy. More dif¬ 
ferent approaches to problems are being 
pursued than in the past Witnesses 
talked more in theoretical terms, relat¬ 
ing what they were doing to the charac¬ 
teristics of the engine, and seemed to be 
more confident of their ground. There 
seem to be possibilities of combining the 
now approaches that arc being worked on 
in many different ways that have not yet 
been explored. And there was a signif¬ 
icantly increased area of agreement be¬ 
tween tlie engineers on the hearing 
panel and their counterparts in industry. 

For these reasons, and also because of 
the continuing high degree of public in¬ 
terest at this time in the technology of 
emission control and what can be ex¬ 
pected for the future, a general survey 
of the field is appropriate here. 

a. The basics of emission conlroL The 
conventional automobile engine, like 
most other heat engines in use today, 
works by burning fuel in air to release 
heat. The energy of combustion causes 
the burning mixture of fuel and air to 
expand, and this expansion is used to 
produce mechanical work. 

More precisely, in today's automobile 
engine air is taken from the outside, and 
fuel is metered into it as the air passes 
through the carburetor. This creates a 
mixture of air and fuel. That mixture 
passes Into the Intake manifold, wnlch 
serves as a holding and distribution 
chamber from which the individual cyl¬ 
inders can draw it. 

This mixture is then drawn into each 
individual cylinder by a down-stroke of 
the piston, which creates a vacuum, and 
is compressed on the next up-stroke. 
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Whfn the point of maximum compres¬ 
sion Is approached, the spark plug Is 
fired and the mixture Ignited. The ex¬ 
panding gases push the piston down 
again, and are then discharged into the 
exhaust system by the next up-stroke. 

Since automobile air pollution is the 
direct product of combustion in the cyl¬ 
inders, efforts to describe and control it 
have Iqpked first to the combustion pro¬ 
cess and how It might be modified. 

neon i 
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The relationship of primary Impor¬ 
tance lias been the ratio of air to fuel 
In the mixture fed to the combustion 
chambers. If this mixture contains just 
the amount of air that Is theoretically 
needed to completely burn all of the fuel, 
on the assumption that all chemical re¬ 
actions proceed as far as the materials 
present allow, the engine is said to be 
running "at stoichiometric" Since 
chemical reactions in the real world are 
not this perfect, there will be incomplete 
combustion even In an engine running 
at stoichiometric. If the air-to-fuel ratio 
Is greater than stoichiometric, the en¬ 
gine is said to be running "lean"; if it 
Is less, the engine is running "rich". 

In the conventional automobile en¬ 
gine. the relationships between air/fuel 
ratios, fuel economy, power, and emis¬ 
sions of HC, CO. and NO. are well known. 
They are set forth in Figure 1. a repro¬ 
duction from the NAS Report. 

Tlje first step auto makers generally 
took to comply with emission control 
requirements was to "lean out" the air 
fuel ratio by moving from richer mix¬ 
tures that optimized driveability to the 
lean side so as to provide more air than 
theoretically required for complete burn¬ 
ing. This generally improved fuel econ¬ 
omy as well as reducing emissions. Tr. 
245, F. App. II-B-7. 

There is a limit, however, to how for 
to the lean side conventional engines 
can be calibrated and still have enough 
gasoline in the mixture to Ignite predict¬ 


ably and bum smoothly. If such per¬ 
formance cannot be achieved, not only 
docs driveability suffer; the Incomplete 
combustion causes emission of hydro¬ 
carbons to rise. 

Accordingly, as emission control re¬ 
quirements became tighter, the manu¬ 
facturers began to adjust the point in 
the combustion cycle at which the spark 
plug fires in order to provide some ad¬ 
ditional emission control. Ideally, for 
maximum efficiency the spark should be 
fired somewhere before the piston 
reaches the top of the compression 
stroke. This ensures that as much of the 
bum as possible will take place while the 
piston Is still high in the chamber, so 
that the heat energy released by the ex¬ 
panding gases will be available to the 
maximum extent for driving the piston 
on its down stroke. 

However, having the combustion en¬ 
ergy released so early In the tightest 
confines of the piston cylinder also 
means that combustion will be less com¬ 
plete because of the higher surface to 
volume ratio that occurs when the piston 
is near the top of its stroke. The high 
surface to volume ratio results In a 
greater fraction of the hydrocarbon 
compounds being in contact with the 
surfaces of the engine during the com¬ 
bustion process, where they are not 
burned because of flame quenching. Com¬ 
bustion near top dead center also maxi¬ 
mizes expansion of the mixture that oc¬ 
curs thereby lowering exhaust tempera¬ 
tures and reducing the continued oxi¬ 
dation reaction that occurs in the ex¬ 
haust system. 

To combat this, the spark can be "re¬ 
tarded" or fired at a later point in the 
cycle. This delay In starting combus¬ 
tion means that less expansion will have 
occurred when the piston reaches the 
bottom of Its stroke and the exhaust gas 
win be hotter, which in turn allows the 
reaction by which hydrocarbons are 
burned to harmless substances to con¬ 
tinue In the exhaust system. This re¬ 
sults In lower hydrocarbon emissions 
from the tailpipe, 7 

As far as we know today, spark retard 
always and unambiguously results in a 
reduction in fuel economy For this rea¬ 
son. the auto companies have begun to 
eliminate or reduce its use whenever they 
can However, to the extent that they are 
unable or unwilling to apply other 
methods to meet a given emission stand¬ 
ard spark retard will be used, and fuel 
economy will suffer. This point has been 
stressed over and over again. O.M. App. 
I-b-2; F. App. n-B pp. 13-14; C. App. 
IV-A-15; Tr. 71, 299. 

b. The State of the Art —I. Non-Cata¬ 
lyst Technology. The auto companies are 
pursuing two basic approaches in their 


* Carbon monoxide Si not nearly as sensi¬ 

tive to spark position ss hydrocarbons being 

influenced mainly by the air/fuel ratio. O M. 

App.. Appendix 7. Attachment t. Fig. 9. This 

a because CO burns to harmless substances 
at a sign tficantty higher temperature than 
hydrocarbons. which means that the extra 
heat supplied to the exhsust system by spark 
retard alone Is less efTsetlve In controlling it. 
See Tr. 748. 1250. 


attempt to reduce emissions from the en¬ 
gine Itself. The first is to control and 
vary certain engine functions more pre¬ 
cisely under different driving conditions; 
the second is to change some of the basic 
fixed components of the engine so as 
to moke Its baseline emissions lower. 

The premise of the first approach is 
that there is a wide gap between the 
variety of different speed, acceleration, 
load, temperature, and altitude condi¬ 
tions which on engine Is likely to en¬ 
counter and the ability of such engine 
functions- as spark timing and fuel me¬ 
tering to adjust to them In part, this 
has been the result of ignorance—the 
auto companies have just not known 
what exact engine adjustments would 
be optimum under any given circum¬ 
stances. In recent years, studies of this 
matter have picked up considerably.* * * * 
G.M. App. Appendix 7, Attachment 1, 
Ford letter 1/14/75. Second, even where 
the proper adjustments are known, the 
technology in use on automobiles today 
is often just not flexible enough to 
achieve them. Efforts to control engine 
functions more closely have yielded one 
major success so far. It Involves the use 
of modulated exhaust gas recirculation 
(EGR) to reduce NO* emissions. 

The amount of NO, formed in an en¬ 
gine is dependent on high temperature, 
length of combustion, and the amount 
of oxygen presents all of which combine 
to maximize NO, emissions when the air/ 
fuel ratio Is slightly lean. Accordingly, 
the first steps taken to reduce emissions 
of hydrocarbons and carbon monoxide 
also increased NO, emissions. 

To control this, the auto companies 
began to recirculate some exhaust gas 
back to the engine air Intake, where it 
was Inserted and passed through the 
combustion process once again. The use 
in the combustion chamber of this ex¬ 
haust gas rather than air tends to lower 
the oxygen concentration and the com¬ 
bustion temperature, and hence to lower 
NO, emissions. 

For several years It was thought that 
the addition of an inert substance to the 
combustion chamber would inevitably 
deteriorate the quality of the combustion 
and harm fuel economy. Work by Gen¬ 
eral Motors has now demonstrated that 
this is not the case, and that In fact 
moderate amounts of EGR can Improve 
fuel economy. Gumblcton. Bolton, and 
Lang, “Optimizing Engine Parameters 
with Exhause Gas Recirculation", 8AE * 


•A year and a half ago. at our hearings 
on suspension of what was then the 1976 
oxides at nitrogen emission standard, Dr. 
Hutcheson D f the National Academy of Sci¬ 
ences testified that under the pressure of the 
emission standards In the Clean Air Act 
The automotive Industry. In my opinion, 
hsa In the lest throe years or so learned 
more about the engine In the automobile 
that they make than they ever knew before. 
1976 Suspension Hearings transcript, p. 1299. 

This knowledge appears to be growing as 
the pressure Is kept up. 

•The Society of Automotive Engineers 
(8AE) Ls the established forum of the auto 
Industry for the presentation ***** exchange 
of technical papers. 
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Paper 740104, reproduced at O.M. App., 
Appendix 7. Attachment 1. Besides 
changing the ratio of specific heats of 
the mixture, EGR tends to improve fuel 
economy for two other reasons: 

<1) Because the EGR dilutes the 
"fresh mixture, less throttling is re¬ 
quired at a given speed and load point 
This reduces the pumping losses that 
moke the conventional engine inherently 
less efficient than the diesel. 

<ii) EGR provides “mechanical octane'* 
allowing more spark advance without 
knock than would otherwise be the case. 

See Tr. 83(5; O.M. App. Appendix 7. 
P- 7. 

The GM work also indicates that a 
higher percentage of EGR in the air 
stream can be tolerated without adverse 
effects at higher engine loadings than at 
low’ ones. Since NO. emissions also in¬ 
crease with engine loadings, this increas¬ 
ing EGR tolerance would allow more 
EGR to be provided Just when it was 
needed. See Tr. 870 (Ford). 

However, the EGR systems initially in 
general use did Just the opposite—they 
provided the maximum percent of EGR 
at low loads, and decreased It as the 
loads got higher. For some time the de¬ 
fects of this system In causing decreased 
fuel economy and driveability were at¬ 
tributed to EGR generally. 

Since then, EGR systems that provide 
a more constant percentage of EGR with 
Increasing engine load have been de¬ 
veloped and are in use on some 1975 
models. They arc a major reason, along 
with catalysts, for the increased fuel 
economy of the 1975 models, though not 
all 1975 cars use them. To this extent, 
then, the theoretical studies of engine 
performance initiated by the need to 
control emissions have paid off. Tr. 458- 
59. 461 (GM). 

But the final step to providing an in¬ 
creased proportion of EGR at higher 
loadings cannot be taken until new 
hardware Is developed. Chrysler and 
Ford are both developing a system that 
would accomplish this by controlling 
EGR metering electronically. Ford hopes 
to have this system ready for the 1978 
model year. C. App. m-A-11. Tr. 168; 
F App. VI-J pp. 2-3. Tr. 869-70. Each 
of the big three auto companies Is also 
working on electronic control of major 
engine variable. GM App. Appendix 15, 
pp. 11-12, F. App. VI-E p. 2. Tr 39-40 
(Chrysler). 8ee also Tr. 3138, 3146-48, 
(Bendix testimony that such a system 
can be ready by the 1978 model year). 

The two engine functions aside from 
exhaust gas recirculation that would 
probably be controlled by an electronic 
system are spark timing and air/fuel 
ratio. Though ideally all three should be 
controlled at once so that their total 
Operation can be put together in the most 
efficient way. control of any single func¬ 
tion by itself would also be a significant 
advance. 

It appears that electronic control of 
spark timing could definitely be installed 
on a large number of 1977 vehicles. GM 
plans to introduce It by then, while 
Chrysler is aiming at 1976. Tr. 75-76; 
186-87; 576-84; GM App. 3-*r-$. 


The time In the piston cycle at which 
current spark systems fire is generally 
governed by simple mechanical or elec¬ 
trical linkages to such other engine func¬ 
tions as engine speed and manifold 
vacuum. Electronic control would allow a 
wider range of variable to be sensed, 
and would allow the timing of the spark 
response to be more flexibly programmed. 
Status Report p. 3-15; OM App. Appen¬ 
dix 8; C. App. n-C & D-6; Tr. 576-78 
(OM). 

Electronic control of the air-fuel ratio 
seems farther off, even though the prin¬ 
ciple to be used is well understood. Volvo 
plans to introduce a form of such control 
on its 1978 models. Tr. 1337-8. 

To control alr/fucl ratio electronic-, 
ally, a sensor would be placed in the 
exhaust stream to monitor its composi¬ 
tion and feed any necessary adjustment 
signals back to the fuel metering system. 
Tr. 3289 (Chrysler), ("ultimate solution" 
to control problems); Tr. 3518 (Ford), 
("we desperately would like to have a 
control system that would allow us to peg 
air/fuel ratio"). Bosch has developed 
a sensor that is capable of "pegging" the 
air/fuel ratio at stoichiometric and will 
last for 15.000 miles. NAS Rpt. p. 61; 
Tr. 2988-90. and it is this sensor that 
Volvo plans to use. Tr. 1379 (See also Tr, 
1054-55 (VW>. 1843 (Englehard). 

The domestic manufacturers, however, 
want to calibrate at a leaner ratio for 
better fuel economy, and sensors that will 
work In that range arc still in the early 
development stages. F. App. VI-M; Tr. 
3133-36; 3303, 3307. 3511. No witness 
would predict when they might be ready 
for general use." 

The industry, in addition to these ef¬ 
forts to control engine functions more 
closely, is attempting to reduce the base¬ 
line emission characteristics of the pres¬ 
ent engine by changing .some of its com¬ 
ponents. Efforts here are centered in two 
areas: Reducing emissions during the 
first minute or so of the Federal emis¬ 
sions test, and enabling the engine to 


*• Atr/fucl ratio could probably not bo con¬ 
trolled •• tightly by such a system In a car 
equipped with a conventional carburetor as 
In one uslag fuel injection. In which the fuel 
Is sprayed directly into each Intake port 
through a nozzle. 

In a carbureted vehicle the ahr/fuel mix¬ 
ture must pass through the carburetor and 
be distributed to the Intake ports after the 
fuel has been metered In. During this period 
the air/fuel ratio may be disturbed by set¬ 
tling of fuel on the manifold walls and simi¬ 
lar phenomena. In addition, the time that the 
mixture takes to make this journey delays 
the response of the total system to feedback 
aignals. Tr. 1604-05; 3014-15. 

With current control systems, these differ¬ 
ences are probably not Important, NAS Rpt. 
p. 48. O.M. App. 3-*-6: Tr. 887, but with more 
sophisticated approaches such as a “three- 
way'* catalyst, a switch to fuel injection or 
some other alternative to the conventional 
carburetor would most likely be necessary. 
O.M. App. Appendix 16. p. 3. Though fuel 
Injection technology Is fully developed, no 
domestic manufacturer has any piano to 
make this switch In quantity, and U prob¬ 
ably could not be completed until several 
years Into the 1980‘s. Tr. 682-8; 3024-28, 3031. 


run farther in the lean range without 
ndverse consequences. 

When an engine starts "cold" after 
having been shut off for some time, the 
low temperatures makes it hard to mix 
the fuel with the air so as to create a 
partly vaporized combustible mixture. 
To counteract problems in getting the 
ignition to catch the choke is used to 
increase the fuel/alr ratio during this 
period. However, the excess fu<3 Is not 
burned completely even when Ignition 
is achieved, and so HC and CO emis¬ 
sions during cold starts tend to be very • 
high. On catalyst-equipped cars this 
problem is magnified, since these emis¬ 
sions go essentially uncontrolled by the 
catalyst which is still at too low a tem¬ 
perature to have begun working. 

For these reasons, the auto companies 
have devoted an Increasing proportion 
of their development efforts to the "cold 
start" with which the official EPA certi¬ 
fication test begins Tr. 569-71; 777. The 
aim has been to reduce the need for ex¬ 
cess furl metering, and the time during 
which It is applied. To this end, devices 
such as chokes which automatically and 
quickly turn themselves off and pipes 
to divert exhaust gases ra*t the wall of 
the intake system to h*at it up quickly 
and thus warm the fuel during cold starts 
have been developed and installed on 
many current production vehicles. 

Two new developments in this area 
appear to have immediate promise. The 
first is a small electric resistance heater 
(like a hot-plate) which would be in¬ 
stalled in or near the outlet of the car¬ 
buretor and. when turned on, would va¬ 
porize a small amount of fuel whatever 
the outside temperature was. By use of 
this device, reported by Chrysler, C. App. 
IV-A-21, the substantial excess amount 
of fuel provided by the choke would be 
replaced by a smaller amount of fuel 
heated and vaporized so as to be more 
readily burnable. Chryrler. however, de¬ 
clined to set a target date for Introducing 
this device, though they did indicate that 
it would not happen in the near future. 
Tr. 207-10. 

The second development—the Dresser 
carburetor—is far more sweeping and 
promising. It would oho require exten¬ 
sive new Investment, which may be one 
reoson the auto companies have been 
markedly reluctant to explore its poten¬ 
tial. There is no reason to believe, how¬ 
ever, that the final cost would be dra¬ 
matically increased over present carbu¬ 
retors. Tr. 1459-60: 1558-59; 1509-10. 

In all carburetors there is a narrow 
passage between the fuel metering de¬ 
vice and the Intake manifold through 
which the air/fuel mixture passes. The 
speed of the mixture at that point is 
a function of the pressure differential 
across the passage, which varies due to 
changes in the throttle position. The 
Dresser carburetor simply varies the size 
of that opening and no throttle is used. 
The size of the opening is controlled to 
a range that ensures that the speed of 
the mixture at the throat of the pas¬ 
sage is almost always the speed of sound. 
Tr. 1433-36. The shock wave created 
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downstream of the throat by the transi¬ 
tion from supersonic to subsonic flow 
atomizes the fuel droplets and creates a 
very fine and even mixture of air and 
fuel. 

Since the amount of air flowing 
through the carburetor can be precisely 
calculated from the fact that the speed 
of sound is a constant, control of fuel 
metering should be all that would bo 
necessary to achieve very precise control 
of the alr/fuel ratio. Tr. 788. 1437. 

The evidence at the hearing was vir¬ 
tually unanimous that the Dresser car¬ 
buretor represents a significant advance 
over prior systems, although the auto 
companies were noticeably less enthu¬ 
siastic In this regard than other wit¬ 
nesses. NAS Kept. p. 48, Status RepL 
pp. 3-11-12. 7-41-45, F. App. VI-C-10 
(“test fixture results of an encouraging 
nature”); C. App. Vol. TV. p. 152 (-con¬ 
siderable promise” but -unproven-): 
O.M. App. Appendix 19 p. 9 (“no sig¬ 
nificant improvement In exhaust emis¬ 
sion control or fuel economy-); Tr. 
214-24 (Chrysler) (-excellent poten¬ 
tial”); Tr. 787 <Ford) (-we are encour¬ 
aged”) ; Tr. 1496-97 (Carter Carburetor) 
f-a definite Improvement over the pres¬ 
ent day carburetors-): Tr. 1554-55 
(Holly Carburetor) (-convinced- It 
“represents a real and significant ad¬ 
vantage over the types of carburetors 
that are employed on cars today”). 2414 
(NAS). 

The principle of the Dresser carbu¬ 
retor has been known since 1970. Tr. 
1451-52. Yet even Ford, the company 
which has worked the most with this 
device, testified that even on an optimis¬ 
tic view it would not be possible to put 
It on production vehicles before the 1979 
model year. Tr. 786. 795. Other wit¬ 
nesses concurred. Tr. 1502 (Carter Car¬ 
buretor) ; 1556 (Holly Carburetor). 

The very even mixture which the 
Dresser carburetor produces means that 
Ignition during most cold starts should 
be achievable without choking and 
warm-up devices. In addition, the im¬ 
proved combustibility of such a mixture 
should moke it possible to operate fur¬ 
ther In the lean range without misfires. 

Operating further in the lean range 
in this manner would amount to a 
change in the characteristics of the en¬ 
gine described in Figure 1. With better 
fuel preparation, operating lean need no 
longer cause misfires and an increase 
In emissions. Instead, the leaner mixture 
can make possible more complete com¬ 
bustion of the fuel, thus reducing HC 
and CO emissions, while the reduced 
combustion temperature also lowers the 
formation of NO,. The “lean burn en¬ 
gine” much discussed at the hearings is 
simply a more or less conventional en¬ 
gine with various new components and 
adjustments that allow it to operate 
leaner. 

Many improvements in use or under 
development to Improve operation In the 
lean range affect the combustion process 
itself. High-energy ignition which pro¬ 
vides a longer and hotter spark and 
eliminates moving parts in the ignition 
system is standard equipment on some 


vehicles today. Minor modifications to 
the piston chamber and head are also 
being Investigated. 11 By far the most 
public Interest here, however, has cen¬ 
tered on stratified charge engines, such 
as the CVCC now being produced by 
Honda. 

These engines all work by dividing the 
fuel/air mixture In the combusion 
chamber into two portions, one fairly 
rich, and the other quite lean. The rich 
charge is Ignited first, and it In turn 
provides enough energy to Ignite even a 
mixture too lean to be touched ofT by 
an ordinary spark plug. Mixtures which 
arc thus very lean on the average can be 
ignited this way. 1 * 

Finally, the Industry Is also working 
on modifications to the exhaust system. 
The most dramatic of these—the cata¬ 
lytic converter—Is discussed In the next 
section. Other modifications short of this, 
however, have also made great progress. 

One other approach is simply to in¬ 
sulate the exhaust system so that heat 
will be retained In it longer. This will 
make it possible far HC and CO emissions 
to burn themselves to harmless sub¬ 
stances for a longer period even after 
they leave the eneine. Ford has achieved 
substantial results with this approach, 
but claims that most of the new devel¬ 
opments will not be ready for produc¬ 
tion by the 1977 model year. F. App. VI- 
A-l-3; VI-F-3-5; VI-O; Tr. 782-84 See 
also Status Rept. 3-7; C. App. IV-A-22- 
42; Tr. 212-13. 

As noted on page 11 above, many cars 
use an air pump to accelerate the com¬ 
bustion process in the exhaust system 
either with or without a catalyst. It is 
generally agreed that In theory main¬ 
taining a constant proportion of air in 
the exhaust system is the best way to 
promote combustion, a condition that air 
pumps curtently In use do not provide. 
Both GM and Ford have experimented 
with “modulated air” to correct this 
fault. Ford with encouraging results. GM 
with results it labels indifferent. F. App. 


* Tnmnh» has <f*re!op«<J a system of engine 
modifications that It claim* can achieve the 
statutory emission standards through a "lean 
burn" approach without the use of a catalyst 
and at a total cost of fifty dollars. Though 
the details of the system are still proprietary 
and will not be discussed, cars equipped with 
the Yamaha system have been tested at the 
EPA Ann Arbor facility and represent a 
sign Lfleant engineering advance In the 
opinion of my technical stair. Status Report 
7-46-47; XT. 1401-02: 1425-27 

"A* discussed below, Ford and Chrysler 
have cancelled their rotary engine (Wankel 
engine) development programs, and GM baa 
postponed the Introduction of Its rotary en¬ 
gine indefinitely, in each case because of 
inability to achieve emission standards with 
anything like acceptable fuel economy. 

Toyo Kotcyo ("Mazda") which Introduced 
the rotary, however, seems confident of malt¬ 
ing the rotary competitive again by adapting 
the sLratided charge concept to It. Since the 
rotary engine works on the same principle 
as the piston engine, with the rotor taking 
the place of the pistons and certain specified 
areas along the rotor chamber wall taking 
the place of the cylinders, there la no 
theoretical reason why this cannot be done. 


VI-L; G.M. App. Appendix 6 pp. 4-6; sec 
also C. App. Vol. IV p. 154. Though the 
modification to the air pump needed to 
accomplish this is simple and cheap. 
Status Report p. 3-11. no auto company 
has announced plans to install it on their 
1977 models. 

U. Catalyst technology . The most sig¬ 
nificant facts that catalyst technology 
have already been set forth—that it has 
proved highly effective In controlling 
emissions, fully capable of mass produc¬ 
tion. durable in certification testing and 
field trials, and that it gives promise of 
being durable In use. 

The National Academy of Sciences has 
stated that: 

What la really needed la a better under¬ 
standing of the engine characteristics that 
lead to catalyst deterioration. As the** are 
better understood through experience and 
thin Information Is reflected In better engine- 
control designs. U should be possible to meet 
much lower standards easily with catalyst- 
equipped vehicles. NAS Kept. p. 41. 

Despite this, and even though con¬ 
siderable work was reported on tighter 
control of other engine functions, vir¬ 
tually no work along these lines was re¬ 
ported by the auto companies. 

Indeed, the only major new develop¬ 
ment disclosed by auto companies was 
aimed at the problem of “cold start” 
emissions discussed in the preceding sec¬ 
tion. This work involves the addition of 
a small second catalyst to the exhaust 
system very close to the engine and ahead 
of the main catalyst. The small size of 
the catalyst, combined with Its position 
close to the source of heat In the engine, 
means that it will reach working tem¬ 
perature and begin converting IIC and 
CO to harmless substances sooner than 
the main catalyst can. Once the main 
catalyst begins functioning, the small 
catalyst can be switched out of the ex¬ 
haust system to preserve its durability. 
Status Report 3-9-10; Tr. 1927-29. See 
alsoTr. 170-71; 538-43, 558. 

Both GM and Chrysler have Indicated 
that use of a “start catalyst” is part of 
their first choice system for meeting Die 
1977 standards. C. App. IV-A-1; GM App. 
4-a-1-2-3. Though not much testing has 
been done, and though' the auto com- 
jxmies were very cautious, it appears 
that this device has the potential for 
both improved emission control and im¬ 
proved fuel economy at the same time. 
Tr. 298, 556-57. 

The catalyst companies appear to be 
concentrating their efforts on new cata¬ 
lyst formulations that will retain a high 
efficiency for controlling HC and CO for 
longer periods. Substantial progress ap¬ 
pears to be being made. Tr. 582-66 ; 767- 
69; 1829; 1933; 2103-04; 2212; 2219-20; 
2239-40; 2304. 

In at least one area of analysis more 
general agreement between EPA and the 
auto companies on how to assess catalyst 
performance seems to have been reached. 
Though certain areas can be pointed to 
where the functioning of the catalyst and 
the engine to which it is attached may 
influence each other. Tr. 182. 584-85, 
2084-85. the three major auto companies 
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appear now to have adopted EPA's long¬ 
standing position that these arc minor 
enough to be overlooked, and that for 
analytical purposes emissions from any 
conventional automobile engine operat¬ 
ing without a catalyst can be adjusted 
to account for the addition of a catalyst 
simply by adjusting for the percentage 
reduction in emissions which that par¬ 
ticular catalyst has been shown to pro¬ 
duce G.M. App. 4-a-2, p. 6. 9 F. App. 
m-D; Tr. 329-31 (Chrysler!: Tr. 808 
(Ford). In other words, the catalyst 
functions as a percentage reduction de¬ 
vice by which the emissions from an en¬ 
gine are reduced to a fraction of their 
former value without otherwise affecting 
the operation of the engine In any way. 

What is more, oxidation catalysts can 
also be added to any variety of “alternate 
engine" as long as it uses unleaded gaso¬ 
line. and the some emission reductions 
will result. This takes on importance as 
it begins to appear (Fee Section ni-l-d 
below > that some of the most attractive 
“alternate engines'* from a fuel economy 
standpoint may need a catalyst to meet 
low emission numbers. 

c. Ability to Achieve the Standards in 
1977. The central question raised by these 
applications is whether “effective” con¬ 
trol technology is available to achieve 
compliance with the statutory HC and 
CO emission standards In the 1977 model 
year. As I Indicated above, the question 
of sulfuric acid emissions to my mind 
prevents such a determination. 

If It were not for this Issue, the deter¬ 
mining factors here would be: 

<i> Can enough models of vehicles to 
meet 1977 “basic demand" be certified 
prior to commencement of 1977 model 
year production?; 

<f!> Will these vehicles comply with 
the other emission control requirements 
of the Clean Air Act, such as assembly¬ 
line testing and in-use compliance?; and 

(III) Can thrse vehicles be mass-pro¬ 
duced in quantity? 

No witness seriously denied that the 
actual hardware needed for 1977 com¬ 
pliance could be produced and installed 
on vehicles In the time remaining. Such 
ap argument would be hard to accept in 
any event, since the industry has already 
demonstrated its capacity to smoothly 
make the far greater production shift 
attendant on widespread introduction of 
the catalytic converter during the 1975 
model year. 

As for certification, all three applicants 
admit that they can certify a number of 
model lines at the statutory standards in 
1977. Chrysler and General Motors ex¬ 
press some uncertainty as to whether 
they can certify all their models, and only 
suggest that they probably could not. Tr. 
35. 49. 70. 156 (Chrysler); 300. 394 <GM). 
while Ford makes a determined effort to 
demonstrate by quantitative analysis 
that only a small'percentage of Its vehi¬ 
cles could qualify. F. App. m-D, Letter 
of 1/22/75; Tr. 628-29. 

Assessing the validity of these claims is 
considerably more difficult than It was 
at the time of our two hearings held in 
1973. The level of vehicle testing aimed 
at achieving the statutory emission levels 


has dropped off considerably since that 
period, an interesting fact which argues 
that either the auto companies are al¬ 
ready confident of their ability to achieve 
the standards, or that they do not believe 
that the standards will be enforced. 

Nevertheless, my technical staff has 
again estimated the ability of the indus¬ 
try to certify by use of a quantitative 
methodology. 

The characteristics of thin method¬ 
ology have been the subject of far-reach¬ 
ing disclosure and comment in the past, 
and no detailed recapitulation is neces¬ 
sary here. However, two points about it 
should be made. The first is that every 
promising test result on a given car is 
adjusted to take account of the possibil¬ 
ity that the same car, tested again, might 
not perform so well, and only those 
readings which are so low as to give high 
confidence that the results of any retest 
would also be below the standards are 
used to predict an ability to certify. The 
second is that although test results ob¬ 
tained from cars that did not use the 
fun range of emission control systems 
available were adjusted to indicate what 
the result would be if the missing pieces 
had been used, this was only done to the 
extent that the portions omitted will be 
available for production in 1977. Accord¬ 
ingly, no credit was taken for most of 
the promising new approaches discussed 
in the preceding section. 

The results of this approach arc that 
models representing between ninety and 
one hundred percent of the sales of each 
of the applicants, and of their total sales, 
are predicted with high confidence to 
certify at the statutory levels In 1977. 

The auto companies also argued, with 
varying degrees of specificity, that what¬ 
ever their ability to achieve certification 
might be. their ability to comply w’ith 
the recently proposed EPA assembly-line 
test regulation, sec 39 FR 45360 (Dec. 31. 
1974), would be substantially less, at 
least if any more than half the cars were 
required to meet standards. 

That argument has been considered, 
and an analysis of it is set forth in the 
Technical Appendix. Briefly, it indicates 
that assembly line testing may have some 
impact on the ability of the manufac¬ 
turer to certify, but that tighter quality 
control in actual production can tend 
to offset any such effect. 

Predicting the ability of 1977 systems 
to comply with those sections of the 
Clean Air Act aimed at ensuring that 
vehicles meet the emission standards in 
customer use is more difficult, both be¬ 
cause the actual methods of administra¬ 
tive implementation of these provisions 
have not been settled by EPA and be¬ 
cause there has been little experience 
with catalvst cars in the hands of con¬ 
sumers. However, what information 
there is suggests as noted above that 
catalysts are durable In use, and (hat 
cars meeting the 1977 emission standards 
In 1977 could achieve substantial com¬ 
pliance even with fairly stringent ap¬ 
proaches to implementing these pro¬ 
visions. 

d. Emissions . fuel economy . and al¬ 
ternative engines —i. Emissions and fuel 


economy—the effect on the engine. Every 
automobile engine, when tuned for max¬ 
imum fuel economy, emits pollutants at 
a certain rate. For some engines, this 
rate can be quite low. Some diesel engines 
meet the 1977 standards without any 
adjustment for emission control at all, 
Tr. 755, and Honda testified that its 
CVCC engine delivers the best fuel econ¬ 
omy when tuned to the California stand¬ 
ards, not to some higher number. Tr. 
1228. 

The same rclatlonrhlp holds for more 
conventional engines and their associated 
after-treatment devices. To every com¬ 
bination of carburetor, intake manifold, 
combustion chrmbcr design, ignition 
system, catalyst, and the like, there 
corresponds a given emission level when 
the engine is tuned for maximum fuel 
economy. 

If that system is now required to re¬ 
duce emissions below that level, this can 
be done in two ways. The engine can 
be recalibrated, rrobibly through the use 
of spark retard, and fuel economy will 
suffer. Alternatively, the system design 
can be changed so that its basic emissions 
are lower. There is no inherent reason 
to believe that such adjustments will be 
bad for fuel economy, and In the past 
many such adjustments have been good 
for fuel economy. Status Report 3-3, 
6-1-2; Tr. 245. 

This point was extensively discussed 
at the hearings, and accepted by the 
auto companies, rlbeit at times with 
some reluctance. Tr. 75. 169-70. 187, 234, 
330 (Chrysler): Tr. 464-65 (GM); Tr. 
752-57. 783-84, 814, 819-20 (Ford); Tr. 
1038 (VW). 

It is for this reason that the National 
Academy of Sciences and my technical 
staff arc in agreement that: 

The reduction of emissions insures neither 
a reduction nor an Increase In engine effi¬ 
ciency, with the citing of examples of both 
co*?s possible. NAS Rept. 31; Status Report 
2-1; 2-3; 3-3; Appendix B. 

The testimony at the hearings Indi¬ 
cated that the engine-catalyst systems 
being used to meet the current national 
Interim standards could not deliver very 
much more fuel economy than they do 
now even if all emission standards were 
completely removed. Tr. 453 (GM) (“I 
think we are probably near the fiat part 
of the curve"); Tr. 245 (Chrysler) 
(“Hlf NO. wore not a "consideration, we 
have got 4 or 5 percent in fuel economy 
we could pick up • • • (olffhand, I don't 
think (a relaxation of HC and CO con¬ 
trols from that level 1 really would help 
much**). 

At this point, two questions arise. The 
first is whether new advances in tech¬ 
nology might change this relationship, 
and make it possible to gain dramatic 
increases In fuel economy through the 
installation of some new device that 
would also increase emissions. 

The answer here is simple. Absolutely 
no testimony concerning any such device 
was introduced in these proceedings and 
in the opinion of my technical staff, 
there is no reason to believe that any 
such device exists. 
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The second question Is whether tech¬ 
nology Is being developed that has the 
potential for reducing emissions and im¬ 
proving fuel economy at the fame time. 
The answer is that virtually every new 
approach under investigation lias this 
potential. 

Electronic control of engine functions 
should have the effect of making greater 
fuel economy possible at any given level 
of emission control, and vice versa. It 
u'ould replace engine adjustments made 
for no reasons other than the shortcom¬ 
ings of the current control system with 
adjustments that have been made for a 
purpose. That purpose could be either 
fuel economy or emission control or any 
combination of the two. 

Indeed, though the necessary detailed 
work on engine relationships has not 
yet been done, the example of EGR con¬ 
trol discussed above makes it reasonable 
to expect that in other areas potential 
trade-offs can be minimized, and one 
factor maximized, at essentially no sac¬ 
rifice in terms of the other. 

Efforts to reduce “cold start** emis¬ 
sions are almost all good for fuel econ¬ 
omy. since they generally aim at reduc¬ 
ing the use of excess fuel at this point 
In the driving cycle. 

Engines using the Dresser carburetor 
and other “lean bum** systems also ap¬ 
pear to have Inherently lower emissions 
when tuned for maximum fuel economy 
than do current engines. This tendency 
is to be expected, since operating leaner 
(i.e. with less fuel in the air) without 
misfire should make the same amount of 
fuel go farther and also reduce pollution 
as more complete combustion Is achieved. 

Finally, improved catalysts and ex¬ 
haust treatment devices will reduce 
emissions at essentially no cost In fuel 
economy. 

U. Fuel economy and “Alternative En- 
pines ’*. Much discussion in recent years 
has focused on the ability of engines that 
differ from the current one in some re¬ 
spects to achieve low emission levels, and 
it has often been said that the ultimate 
answer to the auto emissions problem lies 
in the general adoption of one or more 
of these “alternative engines**. With in¬ 
creasing concern about fuel economy, 
the discussion has broadened to include 
the fuel economy benefits that might be 
realized at low emission levels through 
general use In passenger cars qf cither 
the diesel, the Wankel. or the stratified 
charge engine. 

There can be no doubt that diesel- 
powered automobiles would have sub¬ 
stantially greater fuel economy than any 
alternative foreseeable in the next ten 
years, or that their IIC and CO emissions 
are naturally so low that meeting the 
1977 emission standards is no problem 
at all. NAB Rept. p. 70. Tr. 898 (Mer¬ 
cedes-Benz) . 

However, the domestic auto companies 
have no firm plans to Introduce diesel 
automobiles into this country, even 
though General Motors, at least, does 
produce a diesel for sale in Europe. Tr. 
590-91. Mercedes-Benz, by contrast. Is 
stepping up its diesel sales in the United 
States. Tr. 901-02; 937. 


Though the domestics all give the al¬ 
leged Inability of the diesel engine to 
meet the ultimate statutory NO* emis¬ 
sion standard of .4 g/ml as a major fac¬ 
tor In their decision, it appears that such 
other characteristics of the present diesel 
engine as low power-to-weight ratio re¬ 
sulting in sluggish performance, start¬ 
ing problems at low temperature, noise, 
odor and rarticulate u emissions, and 
the modifications that would have to be 
made to current engine blocks to enable 
them to accommodate the increased 
stresses of diesel operation are at least 
of equal importance. GM App. 4-a-7, pp. 
8-10, F. App. V-c-1-12; C. App. IV-O-14; 
Tr. 589-91 (GM); 1142-48 (Nissan). 

Though in all probability many of these 
problems could be eliminated or reduced 
with work, very little along these lines 
was reported. NAS Rept. 74; Tr. 946-47. 

The Wankel engine is at the opposite 
extreme. General Motors was planning to 
introduce it in the 1975 model year, but 
those plans have been shelved indefi¬ 
nitely due to poor emission control and 
fuel economy performance. GM App. 4- 
a-7 pp. 13-14. Attachment 2. The other 
two major auto companies have dropped 
their rotary engine programs outright. 
F. App. V-l. V-C-16; C. App. IV-O-9-10. 

However. Toyj Kogyo, which first in¬ 
troduced the rotary engine into commer¬ 
cial use In the Mazda and which has 
demonstrated that the statutory emis¬ 
sion standards can be achieved with it. 
plans to improve fuel economy by 50% 
over 1974 levels and achieve the statutory 
emission levels at the same time. Tr. 
1240-41. 

As discussed above, Toyo Kogyo plans 
to do this by adapting to the rotary en¬ 
gine the principle of stratified charge, 
which probably has received more atten¬ 
tion than any other “alternative engine** 
approach. 

The bulk of that publicity his focused 
on the use of stratified charge in what 
is otherwise essentially a conventional 
piston engine. One such modified en¬ 
gine—the Honda CVCC—has been in 
production in Japan for some time and 
has just gone on sale in this country. 

The weight of opinion seems at pres¬ 
ent to agree that the Honda engine may 
not be the most attractive stratified 
charge engine from a fuel economy 
standpoint. An engine of a somewhat 
different design, of which the Ford 
PRO CO is one example, seems to surpass 
It. However, those other engines will re¬ 
quire a catalyst to meet the 1977 statu¬ 
tory standards. NAS Rept. p. 9. FE Rept. 
pp. 47-48. Tr. 685. 3534-37 (Ford). 2357 
(NAS), F. App. V. p. 2. Honda believes 
that its system has good fuel economy 
potential and based on its past perform¬ 
ance may well be proved right In the end. 
Tr. 1212. 8ec also NAS Rept. p. 68. 

Whatever alternate engine, if any. 
might ultimately be chosen, one thing 
clear from the hearing record is that in¬ 


•* There Is some concern that the dlerel en¬ 
gine, even though it does not use a catalyst, 
may have a problem of sulfate emissions due 
to the high sulfur content of diesel fuel. NAS 
Kept. 144, TT. 2386-87. 


troduction of such engines in quantity 
Into domestic production cannot be ex¬ 
pected any time soon. The NAS has esti¬ 
mated that if the decision to convert to 
diesels were taken today, and a high per¬ 
centage of the domestic machine-tool in¬ 
dustry made available to modify the en¬ 
gine lines so that diesel engines rath?r 
than gasoline engines could be produced 
on them, only 12% of American produc¬ 
tion could be converted to diesels by 1983. 
and only 17 percent by 1983. NAS Rept. 
p. 114. There is no reason to believe, how¬ 
ever. that the domestic Industry is close 
to making a decision to convert any sig¬ 
nificant amount of its capacity to diesels. 

Conversion to the Wankel engine would 
take even longer, since It has a com¬ 
pletely different shape from the current 
engine and much more extensive retool¬ 
ing would be necessary. As noted, the 
domestic industry has cut back or elimi¬ 
nated its Wankel programs. 

As for the stratified charge, the NAS* 
has estimated that up to 27 percent of 
domestic production could be converted 
to the use of CVCC engines by 1980 if the 
decision to convert were taken today, 
with the percentage reaching 41 percent 
by 1983. NAS Rept. p. 114. Sec also Tr. 
1238 (Honda estimates loss than 4 years 
lead time to begin CVCC production). 

There is no prospect, however, that 
anything like that time-table will be met. 
In the first place, the domestic manu¬ 
facturers have all stated explicitly that 
they will not even seriously consider con¬ 
version unless the statutory NO, stand¬ 
ard of .4 g/ml. is changed. They Insist 
that engines which must operate in the 
lean range, like the stratified charge, 
cannot be used with a NO, catalyst, 
which requires rich or stoichiometric 
conditions, and that use of a NO, catalyst 
will be needed to achieve the statutory 
NO, standard. 1 * 

But even if the NO, emission standard 
were relaxed, there is no assurance that 
the change-over would be made. Since 
the auto companies can achieve both the 
statutory emission standards and—even¬ 
tually—very significant improvements In 
fuel economy with the conventional en¬ 
gine plus a catalyst, the relative attrac¬ 
tiveness of the stratified charge approach 
has been diminished. The substantial in¬ 
vestment that would be required to make 
the change-over is another strike against 
it. 

Chrysler and General Motors discussed 
their stratified charge programs only in 
the most general and conclusory terms, 
and resisted any implication that they 
were eager to move away from the pres- 


14 There It at least some theoretical doubt 
about this last point. COR alono can control 
NO, emlaslons to very low levels with more 
or less constant fuel economy, but after a 
certain point only at tho price of a steep rise 
in hydrocarbon emissions. 

Improvements in hydrocarbon control 
techniques could therefore make possible In¬ 
creased control of NO, without the use of a 
NO, catalyst. P. App. VT-E-3: Tr. 457-61 
(GM); Tr. 3318-21 (Chrysler). At present, 
however. It appears that the required degree 
of HC control could only be provided by an 
oxidizing catalyst. 
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cnt basic engine configuration. GM App. 
4-a-7, pp. 1-6; Appendix 21. p. 3; C. App. 
IV-O-10-13. Tr. 53, 319. 

Even Ford, which has the most ad¬ 
vanced stratified charge program among 
the applicants, declined to say definitely 
that it would introduce a stratified 
charge engine if relief from the NO, 
standard were obtained. Tr. 682-66. and 
estimated that complete change-over, 
even if the decision to go ahead were 
made, could not be accomplished much 
before 1990. Tr. 3521-22, Chrysler has 
estimated the first domestically produced 
stratified charge engine could not be on 
the market until 1980. C. App. IV-E-G. 

IH. The impact of engine characteris¬ 
tics on total fuel consumption by the 
automobile. In evaluating all the public¬ 
ity that has surrounded the alleged 
“trade-ofr* between emission control and 
fuel economy. It is important to recog¬ 
nize that the actual operation of the 
engine Is a relatively small factor in de¬ 
termining the total amount of cur fuel 
supply consumed by automobiles. 

Historically, growth in the number of 
automobiles and the amount each auto¬ 
mobile Is driven has had far greater im¬ 
pact here than any decrease in average 
miles per gallon. 

Page 20 of tlx? EPA-DOT 120 day Re¬ 
port on Fuel Economy contains a circle 
graph showing that of the total increase 
in automobile fuel consumption between 
1950 and 1972, 85 percent could be traced 
to growth in the number of automobiles, 
8 percent to Increased use of each indi¬ 
vidual automobile, and only 7 percent to 
a decrease in miles per gallon achieved 
by the average car. 

When we focus on that last 7 percent. 
It is clear that the overwhelming influ¬ 
ence on miles per gallon Is vehicle 
weight. NAS Kept. p. 20. This was gen¬ 
erally conceded to be true at the suspen¬ 
sion hearings. Tr. 77 (Chrysler). 424-25 
(GM). 2028 fUOP), and Is self-evident 
from EPA certification test results, 
which show that In 1975 vehicles of 3000 
pounds and under had fuel economy far 
better than vehicles of 5000 pounds and 
over. 

It is interesting, then, to examine the 
extent to which the domestic manufac¬ 
turers are planning to rely on reductions 
in the average weight of their model line 
to achieve the 40 percent fuel economy 
improvement goal to which they have 
committed. 

Reduction in the weight of the average 
car sold by a given manufacturer can be 
achieved either (1* by selling a greater 
proportion of smaller models, such as 
more compacts as opposed to intermedi¬ 
ates. or (11) by redesigning a given model 
(such as the intermediate) to reduce Its 
weight. 

No manufacturer anticipated any fu¬ 
ture shift of its production to smaller 
models in excess of the trend of two to 
three percent a year that has been estab¬ 
lished for some time. C. App. Vol. TV. p. 
160. GM 2/4 letter. Attachment 1; Tr. 
79-67. 248-50 ; 318; 421, 438. 650-61. In¬ 
deed Chrysler expected the proportion of 
cars over 4000 pounds that it would sell 
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to be markedly greater in 1980 than in 
1974." 

When questioned on this point, all 
three applicants replied that they only 
can sell what the market wants, and that 
they could not enforce a shift to smaller 
cars. Tr. 260-61, 270,273 (Chrysler); 318, 
428 (GM); 690-91 (Ford). 

The economic forecasting models on 
which these sales predictions were based 
did not take account of any governmen¬ 
tal action that might Increase the price 
of gasoline. TT. 436 (OM>: 723 (Ford). 

Two of the three applicants, however, 
arc embarked on programs to redesign 
cars in a given category to reduce their 
weight.'• GM said it will spend three bil¬ 
lion dollars for this purpose between now 
and 1980. OM 1/16 submission, esp. At¬ 
tachment 4; Tr. 318. 421-30. 

Fbrd, though not giving Investment 
predictions, did indicate that it. too. 
would be active in this field. Tr. 647-48. 
Chrysler, however, gave no similar indi¬ 
cation. and in fact strongly suggested it 
had no such Intention. C. App. Vol. IV. 
pp. 208-10; Tr. 259, 202. 

Finally, even when weight is ignored, 
changes in engine efficiency are only one 
of the modifications that can be made 
to a vehicle to Increase Its fuel economy. 

The EPA-DOT report lists a number 
of other measures such as radial tires, 
better transmissions, smaller engines for 
big cars and better streamlining that 
could also be employed. The relative im¬ 
pact of these measures (excluding weight 
changes) for different car sizes is esti¬ 
mated as roughly equal to the gains that 
could be realized by increases in engine 
efficiency. FE Kept pp. 40, 42. Since that 
report has been criticized for being over- 
opUmistic about engine efficiency im¬ 
provements, while Its estimates of non- 
engine improvements have been en¬ 
dorsed by General Motors. GM 1/16 Let¬ 
ter p. 2. these percentages probably 
underestimate the relative importance of 
non-engine improvements. But see C. 
App. Vol. IV, pp. 145-51. 

e. Lead in vasoHne. All gasoline sta¬ 
tions over a certain size are currently re¬ 
quired by EPA regulation to have avail¬ 
able at least one grade of unleaded gaso¬ 
line of at least 91 octane for use by 
catalyst equipped cars. These regulations 
have been judicially upheld. Although 
unleaded gasoline will be increasingly 
required in future years as the number 
of catalyst-equipped cars on the road In¬ 
creases. and will be required at at least 
the present levels as long as the number 
of catalyst-equipped cars on the road 
does not decline, several parties to the 
suspension hearings, including Chrysler, 


“ A lighter cor will also have an easier time 
meeting any given set of emission standards. 
NAS Rept p. 105. P. App. Appendix 3-C. Tr. 
696 97, 1488. 

"The 40 percent Improvement goal has 
Been distributed unequally among different 
manufacturers, with those whose 1974 fuel 
economy performance was the worst under¬ 
taking to make the most significant gains. 
Under this formula GM has said it win try to 
achieve a mileage gain by 1980 of 53 percent, 
Chrysler of 35 percent, and FUrd of 30 per¬ 
cent. 


suggested that future emission control 
systems ought to be made compatible 
with the use of lead in gasoline. 1 * Tr. 179, 
1446. 2833. 

To understand their argument, some 
background Is necessary. The ratio be¬ 
tween the volume created In the piston 
chamber of an engine when the piston is 
at the end of the power stroke and the 
volume created when the piston is at the 
point of maximum compression is called 
the ‘'compression ratio". Ideally this 
ratio should be as high as possible, since 
the more tightly the fuel-air mixture is 
compressed before the power stroke be¬ 
gins, and the greater the distance 
through which that given quantity of 
fuel/air mixture moves the piston during 
the power stroke, the more work is ob¬ 
tained from the same combustion. 

However, when an air/fuel mixture is 
compressed in a cylinder, the compres¬ 
sion heats it. At high compression ratios, 
this can cause premature partial or com¬ 
plete detonation of the mixture, causing 
“knock". The measure of a given fuel's 
resistance to "knock" is called its 
“octane"." 4 

Traditionally, refiners have Increased 
the octane of their gasoline by adding 
lead to it. and the use of lead additives 
increased greatly with the increase in 
compression ratios an doctane require¬ 
ments In the 1950's and 1960's. The lead 
inhibits the tendency of the gasoline to 
spontaneous ignition, and its more addi¬ 
tion changes a low-octane fuel Into a 
higher-octane one. The same octane 
levels that are reached by the addition 
o/ lead can only be reached without it by 
use of more hlsh octane hydrocarbon 
components which arc produced by addi¬ 
tional refining. More intense refining 


■Load has to be removed from the gaeo- 
Une used by catxlyst-equipped can because 
other*t o It will poison the catalyst, reduc¬ 
ing or eliminating the catalytic activity. 

Chrysler has suggested that this may not 
happen If load alone Is used In the gasoline, 
instead of fn combination with certain other 
chemical? as Is presently the cave. However, 
they appeared to have Fome doubts as to 
whether thts rcaUy was the care, and prac¬ 
tically every other witness disagreed with the 
suggestion. C. App I-B-34, IV CAD-17-18. 
Tr 2847-51 (Du Pont); But see Tr. 172, 191-2, 
367 8 (Chrysler); 470 (OM); 802-3 (Ford); 
1605 89 w( Exxon Research A Engineering); 
1043 44 (Matthey-BUhop). 

”* Some proportion of production cam gen¬ 
erally show an Increase In the average octane 
of gasoline required at a given spark setting 
after they have been In use for some time. If 
higher octane gasoline la cot available, the 
spark must then be retarded to avoid "knock'* 
with a con s eq u ent further lorn in fuel econ¬ 
omy. 

Concern hoe been expreseed that 1975 
automobiles may be more susceptible to this 
"octaine requirement Increase" than cam 
sold in prior model years. This question has 
been extensively explored, and. though the 
data Is not all in yet, the majority of wit¬ 
nesses felt there was no reason to believe 
this would be the care Tr. 282-789 (Chrys¬ 
ler); 604-13 (OM); 838-44 (Ford); 972-73 
(Mercedea-Bens); 1016-17 (AMC); 1096-99 
(VW>; 1130-31 (Nissan); 1196 97 (Toyota); 
1365 09 (Volvo); 1656-63 (Exxon Research 
and Engineering); 2835, 2852-61 (du Pont). 
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processes In turn arc expensive and in¬ 
volve some energy lass. 

Auto manufacturers anticipated that 
due to this, high-octane unleaded gaso¬ 
line would not be available when the 
catalyst came into general use. and since 
the 1971 model year they have designed 
their cars with relatively low compres¬ 
sion ratios to enable them to run on low- 
octane unleaded gasoline. This has en¬ 
tailed a fuel economy penalty estimated 
by EPA at 5 percent. Status Rept. p. 3-5. 
Sec also NAS Rept. p. 15 (6 percent). 

Those who urge putting lead back in 
gasoline of course admit that It entails 
removing catalysts from cars (or at least 
from new cars) and at least a temporary 
relaxation In emission standards Their 
argument is either that the standards 
are more stringent than necessary, or 
that new engine developments such as 
the stratified charge will enable the 
standards to be met by cars that use 
leaded fuels. 

What the first argument misses is that 
even at more relaxed emission standards, 
catalysts may allow more fuel economy 
to be gained by retuning the engine 
than is lost by lowered compression ratio. 
This happened in tho 1975 model year, 
when use of catalysts to meet the na¬ 
tional Interim standards enabled the 
auto industry to achieve levels of fuel 
economy even better than pre-controllcd 
cars. Status Rept. p. 3-6. Ford testified 
that in the 1976 model year it would be 
adding more catalysts to its cars aimed 
at the national standards in order to im¬ 
prove fuel economy." Tr. 837, See also 
NAS Rcpi.pp. 15.135. 

It is true that many of the emission 
control developments discussed above 
have the potential for achieving emission 
levels down to the level of the California 
standards without catalysts. But given 
the sluggish pace at which the Industry 
usually moves, it would be a mistake to 
believe that these devices will be used 
across the board before the 1980‘s. And 
even then, it is virtually certain that 
control with good fuel economy at the 
level of the statutory standards will still 
depend on the use of the catalyst. 

What is more, there is no certainty 
that the use of lead In gasoline will be 
of any benefit after some years have 
passed. 

One way to increase the compression 
ratio possible with a given engine is to 
raise the fuel octane. But another way 
to raise compression ratio is to make 
changes to the engine Itself to alter Its 
combustion characteristics so that In¬ 
creased compression ratios are possible 
without a change in octane. The auto 
companies are focusing now on items 
like changes In the shape of combustion 


M ln r*ci. it Is not at All certain that the 
full 6% of lost fuel economy could he re¬ 
gained even if compression ratios on the cur¬ 
rent engine could be Increased. An increase 
In compression ratio tend* to Increase HC 
And NO emissions, and the adjustments that 
would have to be made to cope with this 
might well offset at leant partially any fuel 
economy that might be gained. NAS Rept. 
pp. 63. 136, Status Rept. p. 3-3; Tr. 550-61 
(OM); 847-48 (Ford). 


chambers and the measured use of EGR 
that can provide such “mechanical oc» 
tanc". Tr. 836, 838 (Ford); Tr. 1485-86 
(Dresser carburetor provides same “me¬ 
chanical octane**). F. App. III-B-22. 

To the extent that this work succeeds, 
the potential advantage to adding lead 
will be reduced, since there Is a limit to 
tho increase In compression ratio that 
will still yield fuel economy benefits. Lit¬ 
tle benefit Is achieved beyond a com¬ 
pression ratio of about 10:1 because of 
higher rates of heat loss that occur as 
the compressed mixture becomes hotter 
and hotter. The heat loss on compression 
and during combustion eventually ex¬ 
ceeds the benefits of increased expansion. 

And If In five years or so. the shift Is 
on to an alternate engine such as the 
stratified charge, there will be no benefit 
to adding lead to gasoline at all. The 
Honda CVCC. the Ford PROCO, the ro¬ 
tary engine, and the gas turbine all can 
give their best performance on fuels of 
low octane. NAS Rept. pp. 15, 136: Tr. 
1235 (Honda recommends “unleaded or 
low lead*' gasoline for use with CVCC). 

Quite apart from fuel economy consid¬ 
erations, there are other merits to keep¬ 
ing the lead out of gasoline.** 

Lead in gasoline tends to settle on en¬ 
gine parts such as valves, spark plugs, 
and cylinder heads, and Impede their 
operation. Though other chemicals are 
added to the gasoline to counteract this 
tendency, they arc not completely suc¬ 
cessful. and periodic maintenance to re¬ 
move these deposits Is necessary fora car 
running on leaded gasoline. 

It is generally accepted that the sav¬ 
ings an owner of a car that runs on un¬ 
leaded gasoline will realize from not hav¬ 
ing to perform this maintenance are 
about equal to the extra cost due to re¬ 
duced gasoline mileage. NAB Rept. pp. 
15. 135. 

There are also emission control bene¬ 
fits from removing the lead from gasoline, 
since lead deposits when they build up 
inhibit the functioning of the emission 
control system It has been estimated 
that the reduction in emissions for a 
given non-catalyst automobile between 
running on leaded gasoline and on un¬ 
leaded gasoline amount to .75 g/mi of HC 
and .75 g/rai of NO*. NAS Rept. p. 128. 
See also pp. 14, 120. 127-28: GM App. 
4-0-2-3-4; Tr. 514 (GM). It Is reason¬ 
able to expect that this difference will 
increase as future emission control sys¬ 
tems become more sophisticated and are 
built to tighter tolerances. 

t. The question of sulfates —1. The Di¬ 
mensions of the problem. “Sulfates** Is 
the chemical name generally given to 
a class of sulfur compounds consisting 
of a sulfur-oxygen group (SO,) bonded 
together with an atom or molecular 
group of varying composition. Examples 


>• Possible public health benefits from re¬ 
ducing lead omUalon* from automobile* are 
not touched on here because that matter Is 
before the court*. EPA ha* applied for a re¬ 
hearing in the case of "Ethyl Corporation v. 
EPA," D.C. Clr. No. 73-2205. and further 
comment on the matters at issue there would 
be Inappropriate in thia context. 


are sulfuric acid (H.SO.), ammonium 
sulfate (NH3 SO,), and sodium sulfate 
(NaSO,). 

A large portion of the sulfur emitted 
Into the atmosphere as sulfur dioxide 
(SO.) eventually reacts with oxygen to 
form one of these sulfate compounds. 
Gasoline contains small quantities of 
sulfur, which is normally oxidized to sul¬ 
fur dioxide (SO.) in the engine and. after 
expulsion through the exhaust, becomes 
part of the general pool of atmospheric 
sulfur being converted to sulfates. 

It is now generally accepted that cata¬ 
lysts In current use on automobiles speed 
up this oxidation process (speeding up 
oxidation of HC and CO is of course the 
catalyst’s intended function) and thus 
cause the SO, produced in the engine to 
be converted to SO.*. The 80,. when 
mixed with the ample water vapor al¬ 
ways present in vehicle exhaust, becomes 
sulfuric acid (H SO«) and is emitted from 
the tailpipe as fine particles that would 
readily be inhaled deeply into the lungs. 
Although this chemical reaction of SO, 
in the catalyst does not appreciably in¬ 
crease the contribution of the auto¬ 
mobile to total atmospheric sulfate load¬ 
ings, it can substantially increase local 
ambient air sulfuric acid concentrations 
around roadways. On non-catalyst cars, 
almost all if not all of the SO produced 
in the engine is emitted from the tailpipe 
as SO?, and represents at most one per¬ 
cent of all SO, emitted into the atmos¬ 
phere from all sources. 

In assessing the extent of any such 
potential problem, three questions must 
be addressed. These are 

(i) What are the sulfate emissions 
from catalyst-equipped vehicles? 

(11) What is the effect on public health 
pi given atmospheric sulfate or sulfuric 
acid levels? and 

(Ui) If given levels of atmospheric 
sulfates may have adverse health effects. 
Is It possible that emissions from catalyst 
cars may result In atmospheric levels 
abovo that “threshold**? 

Virtually every aspect of the sulfates 
question is replete with uncertainty. 
There Is uncertainty about the health 
effects of “sulfates” genetically, together 
with a distinct possibility that health 
effects may vary according to the size, 
chemical composition and acidity of tho 
particular “sulfate” involved, and 
whether or not other pollutants arc pres¬ 
ent. There Is uncertainty as to what total 
emissions of sulfates will be from a pop¬ 
ulation of catalyst cars, since actual 
real-world vehicle driving patterns 
(which can have marked effects on the 
rates and levels of sulfate emissions) 
arc not known precisely enough. Finally, 
there is uncertainty about what atmos¬ 
pheric concentrations will actually result 
from a given level of sulfate emissions, 
and there seems no way to answer this 
question short of actual measurements 
in tho field. 

However, there Is little question that 
sulfuric acid is emitted from catalyst 
equipped motor vehicles in a particle size 
range that can be inhaled deeply into the 
lungs. There is also no question that the 
amount of such emissions is substantially 
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greater than *m*h emissions from non- 
catalyst cars. 

The estimates given below should be 
read In the context of the knowxu and 
unknowns just stated. 

Emissions of HrSO* from catalyst cars 
vary widely under different driving con¬ 
ditions. At low speeds, when air pressure 
and air flows in the catalyst are also low. 
much of the SO* produced may remain 
within the catalyst. When the car accel¬ 
erates. the SO, is released and high sul¬ 
furic acid readings may be recorded. 
Finally at high sustained speeds this 
storage and release phenomenon ceases 
to be important, and 20 percent to 35 
percent of the sulfur in the gasoline will 
be converted to sulfates. 

This makes estimating the H SO, emis¬ 
sions of a catalyst car under any given 
driving conditions very difficult, since, 
under the influence of storage and re¬ 
lease. those emissions in a great many 
cases will depend in part on how the car 
has been driven in the past. A great deal 
of EPA's work on the sulfuric acid prob¬ 
lem in the past year has gone into deter¬ 
mining how reliable emission rates esti¬ 
mates can be made in these circum¬ 
stances. 

As a result, though the difficulties have 
by no means been eliminated, EPA has 
developed a set of emission factors to 
describe the emissions of various types 
of catalyst cars in current use, Tr. 2269, 
which, though concededly subject to 
some uncertainty, have been generally 
accepted. Sulfates Tr. 7, 20-25. 172-75. 
181, 295-96. 

Concern about the effects of sulfuric 
acid In the atmosphere is not new. How¬ 
ever, the concern for sulfates in genera] 
increased when epidemiological studies 
conducted by EPA under the acronym 
CHESS (Community Health and Envi¬ 
ronmental Surveillance System) ob¬ 
served correlations between increased 
levels of atmospheric sulfates and several 
forms of irritation of the respiratory 
system thus suggesting cause and effect 
relationships. 

Cause-and-effect relationships, how¬ 
ever. are very hard to “prove” in epide¬ 
miological studies, since their subject is 
the population at large in its normal en¬ 
vironment, and there is no possibility of 
holding other factors constant as would 
be done in a laboratory. Sulfates, Tr. 52. 
54. 220. Indeed, where air pollution in 
particular is concerned the worst effects 
may be caused by two or more pollutants 
acting together. Sulfates Tr. 217-18. 230, 
341-42. 

At the time these data were generated, 
the CHESS program was new. and the 
conclusions were accordingly based pri¬ 
marily on only one year's data. Sulfates 
Tr. 45-48. 

In addition, some witnesses pointed to 
laboratory studies and to experience with 
occupational exposures to sulfuric acid 
that might be taken as indicating the 
CHESS results overstate the potential 
danger. Sulfates Tr. 136-37, 138-39, 560- 
61, 565-66. 572-74. These uncertainties 
preclude a firm quantitative assessment 
of the extent of the sulfates problem at 
this time. It will be several years, at a 


minimum, before more definitive data 
are available. 

For purposes of Judgment In the mean¬ 
while, however. It is relevant to note that 
the majority of qualified witnesses be¬ 
lieved that even when all the uncertain¬ 
ties were accounted for, the CHESS 
studies gave substantial cause for con¬ 
cern. Sulfates Tr. 43. 67. 69. 73. 

In many cases this was buttressed by 
a conclusion that based on general clini¬ 
cal knowledge and animal experiments * 
sulfates and particularly sulfuric acid 
mist In the particle sizes generated by 
automobiles were the kind of particles 
that might well be expected to cause 
lung damage. Sulfates Tr. 41, 48-50. 52, 
55-57. 60-61. 64. 223-24. 285, 329-30, 
515-16. 

Such witnesses generally did not be¬ 
lieve the data were sufficient to support 
anything more than a qualitative Judg¬ 
ment about H.SO, emissions. In addi¬ 
tion, there was a reasonable consensus 
that exposure to sulfuric add in the at¬ 
mosphere should be kept as low as possi¬ 
ble. 

In this regard the problem of poten¬ 
tially high localized sulfuric acid levels 
near roadways from catalyst equipped 
motor vehicles Is considered to repre¬ 
sent a potential health risk. This risk 
could be accentuated by the background 
levels of sulfates which are already 
present from other sources. 

The final question is when, if ever, 
sulfuric add emissions from catalyst 
cars would cause localized atmospheric 
sulfuric acid readings high enough to 
reach a level of concern. 

Since there are not enough catalyst 
equipped cars currently on the road to 
provide direct evidence of how tailpipe 
sulfuric acid emissions behave once they 
have been discharged liito the atmos¬ 
phere, several assumptions are neces¬ 
sary in making any such prediction. For 
its model, EPA assumed that the rela¬ 
tionship between tailpipe emissions and 
atmospheric concentration and disper¬ 
sion would be the same for sulfuric add 
as it is for carbon monoxide, a gas. Since 
emission levels arc known for both CO 
and sulfates* and since the atmospheric 
behavior of CO is also known, the re¬ 
sults in terms of air quality of a given 
discharge of sulfuric acid under this 
model can be easily calculated. 

Criticism was directed at the use of 
this approach. Seme critics suggested 
that use of lead, rather than CO. as the 
••tracer” material would have been more 
appropriate. Sulfates Tr. 6, 253, 272-73. 


* Animal experiments, though they can 
be done fax more quickly than epidemiologic 
data on humans an be obtained, and under 
for more controlled conditions, by their na¬ 
ture can rarely be conclusive sa to the health 
Impact on human*. The posalbUltlee for 
controlled experiments on humans are ob¬ 
viously limited. 

In these circumstances Judgments as to 
public health may often be difficult to “vali¬ 
date” quantitatively, particularly when the 
need to take action before a potential prob¬ 
lem grow* out of control places some con¬ 
straints on the ability to obtain new data. 


Others questioned whether enough at¬ 
tention had been paid to the observed 
atmospheric behavior of the “tracer” 
pollutants. Sulfates Tr. 96-100, 124-27. 
Many of those who raised these points, 
however, conceded they were not strong 
ones. Sulfates Tr. 107. 114-15, 118-122. 
190-91, 314-18, 327-28. Some criticism 
was also leveled at the use In the model 
of emission factors associated with the 
EPA fuel economy highway driving 
cycle. Sulfates Tr. 82-83. 88-94, which 
EPA conceded was a rough assumption, 
but no alternative prediction method 
for ambient concentrations of sulfuric 
acid was suggested. 

Using this emission model, the EPA 
staff paper calculates that, under adverse 
meteorological conditions, 24-hour con¬ 
centrations of ten micrograms per cubic 
meter might besln to occur solely as a 
result of catalyst emissions (t.e. in addi¬ 
tion to preexisting background concen¬ 
trations) on and near certain heavily- 
traveled, mu!tl-lane highways after four 
years if the current national interim 
standards were retained and no correc¬ 
tive action were taken. Tr. 2259. 

The paper also estimates that such 
effects might occur within two years In 
California where the emissions standards 
ore more stringent In 1975-76 than in 
the other 49 states. That calculation 
however, assumed that California’s un¬ 
leaded gasoline had significantly higher 
sulfur content than gasoline elsewhere. 
Although this Is likely to be true In the 
future. It has not been true up to now. 
Accordingly, the estimates stated for 
California are overly pessimistic in this 
respect. Sulfates Tr. 27-32. 78-79, 253. 
298-305. 358-59. 607-08. 614. 

Although substantially better quanti¬ 
tative estimates than those used in the 
EPA staff paper probably cannot be de¬ 
veloped soon, the wide ranges of uncer¬ 
tainty and the highly speculative calcu¬ 
lations inherent in many parts of the 
analysis (C-g. for dose-response func¬ 
tions) strongly suggest that only quali¬ 
tative conclusions can meaningfully be 
drawn. To oversimplify, we cannot define 
the magnitude of the H SO, risk created 
by catalyst vehicles, but we must con¬ 
clude that a risk exists. This risk can be 
assumed to Increase as increasing num¬ 
bers of catalyst equipped vehicles are 
Introduced Into service. 

ii. Control options . If it is not accept¬ 
able over the long term from a health 
standpoint to allow any greater levels of 
H?SO. emissions than those associated 
with non-catalyst cars (roughly .001 
g/ml), then it seems almost certain that 
catalyst cars will fail to qualify. On the 
other hand, with vehicle controls and 
desulfurization of gasoline, catalyst cars 
may be able to achieve levels on the or¬ 
der of .005 g/ml. 

The alternative of eventually banning 
catalysts (presumably by setting an 
H^O ; emissions standard that they could 
not meet) was endorsed by Chrysler and 
some others at the hearing. 

There is no doubt that this would 
eliminate the H^SO. problem. However, 
attainment of the statutory HC and CO 
emissions standards with good fuel econ¬ 
omy, and attainment at all of any NO, 
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emission standard below about one cram 
per mile will almost certainly depend on 
extensive use of the oxidizing capacity 
of the catalyst. 

Since the auto companies have been 
using <ln 1975). and planning to use 
(post-1975) the "aftertreatment" capac¬ 
ity of the catalyst to achieve low pollu¬ 
tion levels while retuning die engine for 
maximum fuel economy, the question 
arises as to how much of a sacrifice In 
both emission control and fuel economy 
Improvement would have to be accepted. 
Since introduction of any ••alternative 
engine- In any quantity is many years 
in the future, roughly 1980. this boils 
down to the question of the capacity of 
the conventional engine, somewhat mod¬ 
ified. to control emissions with high fuel 
economy and without the use of a cata¬ 
lyst. 

There was a sharp split of opinion be¬ 
tween the three applicants on this point. 
Though all of tliem conceded that they 
could In theory achieve the California 
interim standards in the future without 
the use of a catalyst. Ford and General 
Motors testified that several years of lead 
time would be needed, and that there 
would be a substantial sacrifice In fuel 
economy in any event. Tr. 3387-90. 3394 
(OM); Tr. 3523-26 (Ford) (‘TVc don’t 
want to be committed to catalysts, but 
by the same token, we don't want to have 
catalysts ruled out as an option’*). Tr. 
3541-42 (Ford) (*‘if we commit to the 
President on our fuel economy program, 
we think the catalyst route is the way 
we want to go"). Chrysler, however, 
claimed that It could achieve the national 
Interim standards on all Its cars without 
the use of a catalyst and at no fuel econ¬ 
omy sacrifice by 1978. and that the Cali¬ 
fornia standards could be similarly at¬ 
tained by 1979. Tr. 3286-58, 3311-12. Sec 
also Tr. 380. (Chrysler also said, how¬ 
ever, that the catalyst was a "very good 
technology" that might be needed to at¬ 
tain the statutory emission standards 
with acceptable fuel economy. Sulfates 
Tr. p. 202.) 

The Judgment of my own technical 
staff is that Chrysler’s position is more 
representative of the capacity of the in¬ 
dustry as a whole than that of Ford and 
General Motors. The new developments 
discussed in Section IIT-l-b above seem 
consistent with this view. Chrysler has 
been progressive tn "engine modifica¬ 
tions" and has devoted much effort to 
this work. It is reasonable to expect that 
once Ford and GM were to turn their 
attention to this field, they would be able 
to achieve the same results in a shorter 
time through the application of their far 
greater engineering resources. (See Tr. 
568 (OM) ("borderline" as to whether 
equivalent fuel economy to a catalyst 
could be achieved without one at emis¬ 
sion levels of .9. 9 and 2). 

There is no reason to believe, how¬ 
ever. that the statutory emission levels 
of .4 g/ml. HC and 3.4 g/ml. CO can be 
achieved any time in the foreseeable fu¬ 
ture with good fuel economy unless a 
catalyst is used. 

At present emission levels, catalysts 
have performed well. And. tn all likeli¬ 
hood, they will be needed to meet emis¬ 


sion standards more stringent than 
those in effect today. I am particularly 
concerned that we not rule out the use of 
the only technology that can provide 
stringent control of NO, at & time when 
new questions are being raised about the 
health impact of that pollutant. 

The approach to alleviating the II^SCX 
problem that was favored by Ford. Gen¬ 
eral Motors, and several other witnesses, 
is to desulfurize gasoline. All witnesses 
agreed that the technology for doing this 
1s fully developed and commercially 
available. 

GM. Exxon, and the American Petro¬ 
leum Institute agree that this could be 
done by increasing the price of gasoline 
between one and two cents a gallon, and 
that it would result in increased refinery 
energy consumption equal to half of one 
percent of the energy in each barrel of 
crude purchased. Sulfates Tr. 422-23. 
433. 476-77 <2& cents); Tr. 1605. 1611- 
12. 1644-47. 2129-30. 3384-55. Other wit¬ 
nesses put the economic and energy 
costs significantly higher, and contended 
that dedication of a large fraction of 
the petroleum Indus try ‘b investment 
capability would be required. Sulfates 
Tr. 356-7. 429-51. 478-79. 594-98. 

Estimates of the leadtime required to 
Install desulfurization capacity and 
bring it on line generally ranged from 
three to five years. Status Kept. p. 5-4, 
Tr. 1611-12, 2097-98. Sulfates p. 356, 600 
<8-10 years). Even before that, however., 
significant reduction in the sulfur con¬ 
tent of lead-free gasoline (which is the 
only kind that catalyst cars can burn) 
could be achieved by using only low-sul¬ 
fur feed stocks for its manufacture. 

This strategy defines an approach to 
the HsSO* problem which would very 
significantly reduce it.* At this point, 
however, EPA is not taking administra¬ 
tive action to bring about this result. Be¬ 
fore desulfurization is required, we should 
be more certain than we are now that 
implementation will, together with ve¬ 
hicle controls, achieve H*SO, emission 
reductions that are acceptable from a 
public health standpoint. There are a 
number of possibilities for adjusting cat¬ 
alyst systems themselves in order to re¬ 
duce HLBO. emissions. 

Exxon Research and Engineering has 
reported that the amount of sulfuric 
acid emitted by a catalyst-equipped car 
can be cut in half by reducing the 
amount of excess oxygen In the exhaust 
stream, and other witnesses have con¬ 
firmed this report, though some disagree¬ 
ment exists over the precise reduc¬ 
tions available. Tr. 1594-95. 1695-96; Sul¬ 
fates Tr. 159, 297, 349. Air pumps, which 
can be used to attain low emission stand¬ 
ards, such as Uie current California 
standards, of course supply such excess 
oxygen In order to enhance the oxida¬ 
tion of HC and CO. 

My action today In extending the cur¬ 
rent national Interim standards for 1977 


“ The technology exists to dasulfurtoe gaso¬ 
line from Its current level of .03 grams per 
gallon average to a maximum of JO i grama 
per gallon. Kven at these levels, a catalyst 
car would emit six to ten times as much 
HgSO # as an uncontrolled vehicle. 


will ensure that use of air pumps will 
be minimized in that modcr year, since 
those standards con be achieved with¬ 
out them. 0 Clearly. I hope by my action 
to discourage their use. 

This should hold the line on H-SO, 
emissions until a sulfate emission stand¬ 
ard can be established. Considerations 
of lead time are such that, as mentioned 
above, we cannot project the establish¬ 
ment of such a standard earlier than the 
1979 model year. 

Sulfuric acid is produced by oxidation 
in the catalyst and It follows that the 
less a given car must rely on the catalyst 
to attain emission standards—the less 
the catalyst la called upon to oxidize 
what comes out of the engine—the less 
will be the sulfate emissions. Sulfates 
Tr. 77, 309. As discussed in Section III- 
I-b above, almost every new Improve¬ 
ment in emission control now being de¬ 
veloped will reduce emissions coming out 
of the engine. Even if these reductions 
are not sufficient to enable a given emis¬ 
sion standard to be met without a cata¬ 
lyst. they will allow reliance on the cata¬ 
lyst to be decreased, and sulfate emis¬ 
sions will be reduced correspondingly. 
This phenomenon alone, in my Judg¬ 
ment, should make it possible to signifi¬ 
cantly reduce emissions from catalyst- 
equipped vehicles meeting the current 
California interim standard by the 1980 
model year. 

The prospects are, however, that much 
more than the simple effects of engine 
improvements will be available. Though 
the limited efforts put forth by the in¬ 
dustry here make exact prediction dif¬ 
ficult, they give good reason to expect 
that with a greater effort much more 
would be accomplished. 

Three avenues for future work in par¬ 
ticular were explored at the hearing. 
These are use of a "three way" catalyst 
that operates at or near stoichiometric, 
use of a different formula for a con¬ 
ventional catalyst, and use of "traps" 
to remove sulfates from the exhaust. 

The catalysts in current use today re¬ 
quire an "oxidizing" (oxygen-rich atmos¬ 
phere In which to bum the hydrocar¬ 
bons and carbon monoxide. By contrast, 
catalysts for the control on NO require 
a "reducing" (oxygen-poor) atmosphere 
in which the oxygen atoms can be dis¬ 
associated from the nitrogen. For this 
reason, automobiles targeted at meeting 
very low levels of all three pollutants 
have generally used two catalysts—one 
for NO and then a second for IIC and 
CO. An air pump to supply excess oxygen 
Into the exhaust system in between the 
two catalysts is used to change the 
atmosphere from reducing to oxidizing. 

Some catalysts, however, called "three- 
way" catalysts, are capable of reducing 
all three pollutants to very low levels 
when operated at or close to stoichio- 


® There 1 b some poaslblllty that auto mak¬ 
ers might attempt to Improve fuel economy 
oven at those levels by “working the catalyst 
harder” through addition of an air pump to 
gain t2ie additional freedom for engine recall- 
braltons. Sulfates Tr. 309-10 (Ford) but see 
Sulfates Tr. 106-07 (Chry*i*r) (No Incen¬ 
tive). 
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metric. Since the air/fuel range in which 
these catalysts can achieve this result 
is very narrow, they must be operated 
with a feedback system to control the 
air/fuel ratio very precisely. 

Emissions of sulfates tend to depend 
on the amount of excess oxygen in the 
exhaust stream of a catalyst-equipped 
vehicle, and since by definition a vehi¬ 
cle operating at stoichiometric has little 
excess oxygen in the exhaust, there is 
reason to believe that a three-way cata¬ 
lyst operating at stoichiometric would 
have very low sulfate emissions. Limited 
test data appears to bear this out. Tr. 
1593-94. 1681-84 < Exxon Research & 
Engineering); 1826-27, see also Tr. 1362. 

Accordingly, the capabilities of three- 
way catalysts were extensively explored 
at the hearing. The testimony was al¬ 
most unanimous that no such catalyst 
has been developed that could last more 
than eight or ten thousand miles, and 
that no prediction for improving this 
performance could be made because of 
lack of understanding of the basic 
chemical mechanisms involved. Tr. 
2072-75; 2081 <UOP); 2217 <W. R. 
Grace); 2317 (American Cyanamid>; 
3399, 3415-16 (GM>. But see Tr. 1841-42, 
1906-07 (Engelhard); 2425 /NAS). In 
addition, it appears that at least present 
versions of the three-way catalyst must 
contain rare elements such as rhodium 
which are in very short supply but 
catalysts companies believe supplies are 
adequate. Tr. 2306. 

Finally, the tight control of alr/fuel 
ratio such a catalyst requires would man¬ 
date the use of exhaust sensors and 
fuel injection on any car that used it. 
since conventional carburetors do not 
appear to give the kind of quick response 
to Uie sensor signals that is required. 
The testimony was unanimous that 
these components, though they repre¬ 
sent fully developed technology, could 
not be installed on automobiles in quan¬ 
tity before the 1980 model year. Tr. 3009- 
12 <Bosch>; 3140-12 (Bendix). 

Some evidence introduced indicated 
that the durability problems of the three- 
way catalyst as far as control of HC and 
CO are concerned might be greatly di¬ 
minished If the engine were calibrated 
slightly lean of stoichiometric, a level 
that would also result in a considerable 
sacrifice of NO. control. Tr. 3402-11. This 
evidence is very preliminary at present, 
however, and there can be no confidence 
that such an approach will provide a so¬ 
lution to even some of the problems of 
the three-way catalyst system which are 
outlined above. Tr. 3332 (Chrysler). 

It was also suggested that use of a con¬ 
ventional oxidizing catalyst, rather than 
a three-way catalyst, at air/fuel ratios 
very close to stoichiometric would also 
exhibit low sulfate emissions because of 
the low amount of excess oxygen present. 
Most witnesses agreed, however, that dif¬ 
ferences in the ways the two types of 
catalysts operate chemically suggested 
that an oxidation catalyst, unlike a 
three-way catalyst, may not be able to 
provide adequate control of HC and CO 
for a long period when operating so close 
to stoichiometric. Tr. 3335-37 (Chrysler): 


3396-400. 3438-44 <GM>; 3488-92 (Ford). 

The difference in the way different 
catalysts operate points up another ave¬ 
nue of investigation that in the opinion 
of my technical staff hold& far greater 
promise for use on actual production 
cars in the next few years. It may be 
possible to formulate a catalyst that 
would still have high efficiency for con¬ 
verting HC and CO to harmless mate¬ 
rials while at the same time consider¬ 
ably reducing sulfuric acid conversion. 
Tests of a Matthcy Biship platinum- 
rhodium catalyst have shown encourag¬ 
ing results of this type. Thus some 
results of this nature have already 
been demonstrated, and most witnesses 
thought it significant and worth more 
investigation. Tr. 1595-98 (Exxon Re¬ 
search & Engineering): 2065 (UOP): 
3497-98 (Ford) Sulfates Tr. 251. 259. 
One witness suggested that while the 
possibility of good results could not be 
ruled out. this was not an avenue of 
research that was likely to prove help¬ 
ful In the end. Tr. 1862-63 (Engelhard). 

Finally, there seems to be no inherent 
reason why sulfate traps will not work. 
Substances that will remove sulfates from 
exhaust gas are well known, and Exxon 
Research and Engineering has demon¬ 
strated very high control efficiency with 
a prototype system. Tr. 1598-99. However, 
much work remains to be done on mak¬ 
ing such a device compatible with the 
proper running of the rest of the engine 
system and the auto companies up to 
now have hardly touched the problem. 
Tr. 344. 466-67, 662. 3341-42. Given the 
state of development and lead times to 
which the industry generally operates. 
Installation of traps probably cannot be 
expected before the 1980 model year * 

2. The Report of the National Academy 
of Sciences. Under section 202(b)(5) of 
the Clean Air Act. I may only grant a 
suspension if a study of auto pollution 
controls which the statute requires to be 
made by the National Academy of Sci¬ 
ences "has not indicated that technol¬ 
ogy, processes, or other alternatives are 
available to meet such standards.” 

In its most recent report dated No¬ 
vember 22.1974. the Academy said: 

The 1977 Federal Em is Isons Standard of 
0.41 g/ml. HC. 3.4 g/mi. CO and 2.0 g/ml. NO, 
can bo achieved In certification with present 
technology through improved oxidation 
catalysts and quick warm-up techniques at 
an average Increased lifetime oost of about 
$400 (citations omitted). In spite of In¬ 
adequate maintenance, vehicles on average 
are expected to meet the NO, standards at 
50,000 miles and to meet the HC and CO 


■ Use of.a trap would not necessarily mean 
the Installation of a new after treatment de¬ 
vice on the automobile. At present, muffler* 
employ steel baAes to reduce engine noise. 
61 nee the substances now under considera¬ 
tion for sulf*te traps are mostly simple chem¬ 
icals that do not requiro tight control of 
their operating atmospheres, it might well 
be possible to package them In-between the 
steel baffles in the muffler with likely Im¬ 
provement In acoustical properties. (Indeed, 
even current catalysts have acoustical prop¬ 
erties and have made possible a reduction In 
muffler size.) 


standards or exceed them by less than 
60 percent. NAS Kept. p. 1. 

The report also said: 

Cars can be manufactured which. If 
properly maintained, will meet the 1977 
emUsloua standard in actual use for 50,000 
miles. • • • It Is not yet dear whether the 
performance of specified maintenance will 
be necessary for the fleet average emissions 
to remain below tho standards; however, we 
would not expect HC and CO emissions to ex¬ 
ceed the standards by more tlmn 50 percent 
at 50.000 miles (even If the maintenance Is 
not performed). NAS Rept. p. 18. 

When representatives of the Academy 
appeared at the hearing, they explained 
that the Report had concluded that a 
very high percentage of the domestic in¬ 
dustry's model lines would be able to 
certify at the statutory standards in 1977, 
enough to satisfy their conception of 
“basic demand.” Tr. 2354 ; 2394-2404. 

As noted above, however, the Commit¬ 
tee did not directly address the question 
of sulfates. Accordingly, though I do not 
question its conclusion that the tech¬ 
nology to achieve the 1977 standards is 
currently available, I have not felt that 
conclusion by itself could determine my 
decision in this matter. 

3. Good faith . The Act requires that, 
before I grant an extension of time to 
any auto manufacturer. I must find that 
“all good faith efforts have been made to 
meet the (1977 > standards.” Even though 
Industry spending on emission controls 
has stayed at a high level, there might 
have been some difficulty in making that 
finding iX the current level of control 
efforts had not proved successful. 

Industry emission control expendi¬ 
tures. though down from the peak levels 
of 1973 and 1974, are projected to remain 
high. OM testified that its expenditures 
here in 1975, 1976, and 1977 would 
average about $200 million per year, 
down from the peaks of $310 and $450 
million reached in 1973 and 1974 re¬ 
spectively. Almost all the drop is related 
to the high costs of tooling up to produce 
the catalytic converter in 1975. Research 
and engineering expenses are projected 
to remain at the level of $140 million a 
year throughout this period. GM App. 
Appendix 21. 

Ford projects emissions control re¬ 
search expenditures of about $175 million 
per year for 1975 and 1976, down only 
slightly from the peak of $200 million in 
the preceding two years. F. App. VIII-B. 

Chrysler historically has spent far less 
on auto emission controls than the other 
two major companies. It did not pro¬ 
vide figures beyond 1975. stating that 
its uncertain financial situation made 
such estimates Impossible. Though the 
estimated figures for 1975 show* a sub¬ 
stantial drop from 1974 levels, Chrysler 
explained that other budgets had been 
even more significantly curtailed. C. App. 
Vol. IV p. 205; Tr. 255-56. 

By the standards of past suspension 
decisions, these expenditures would be 
taken as sufficient to satisfy the "good 
faith” test in its financial aspect. What 
is more disturbing is the significant de¬ 
cline since 1973 in emission testing of 
vehicles (except for testing by Ford) 
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aimed at meeting the statutory HC and 
CO emission standards. This drop-off is 
clear from the face of the Technical Ap¬ 
pendix. 

In the words of the Status Report <p. 
6 - 2 ): 

lMlost manufacturers. In the opinion of 
the report teem, ere working on Unproved 
oxidation catalyst systems at a relatively 
low level currently. One possible reason for 
this could be the current reduced level of 
employment In the Industry In general • • •. 
Another reason could be that the industry Is 
waiting to see what will happen during the 
upcoming EPA Suspension hearings, and also 
waiting to see bow their proposals to the 
Congress and the Administration for a mor¬ 
atorium on future emission standards are 
received. 

There might be some difficulty in mak¬ 
ing a finding of good faith in the face of 
such a testing effort but for one factor. 
The industry, both the NAS and my tech¬ 
nical staff agree, has developed the tech¬ 
nology to attain the statutory HC and CO 
standards in the 1977 model year. Since 
there is no requirement that a company 
spend more than is needed to meet the 
standards, the success of the auto Indus¬ 
try here warrants a finding of “good faith 
by definition.'* 

4. The public Merest. The compelling 
reasons which have caused me to find 
that the public interest requires a sus¬ 
pension of the 1977 standards have al¬ 
ready been discussed. Technology that 
would increase emission of HJ50.. with 
all the uncertainty and concern that sur¬ 
rounds its health effects, cannot be con¬ 
sidered “effective" within the meaning 
of the Cleon Air Act and, until the exact 
outlines of the problem are clarified, it is 
not in the public interest to compel its 
application. 

Several other items that might have 
been discussed under this heading, such 
as the potential for use of "alternative 
engines" have been addressed In earlier 
sections. The major questions that re¬ 
main to be considered here are the im¬ 
pact of achieving the statutory stand¬ 
ards in 1977 on auto C06t and fuel con¬ 
sumption and on the economy generally, 
and the Impact of failing to achieve them 
on air quality. 

a. The impact of various standards on 
fuel economy. Estimates on the cost in 
fuel economy of achieving the 1977 stat¬ 
utory emission standards on schedule 
fell within a relatively narrow range. 

OM calculated a 16 percent loss from 
1975 levels, but this was based on com¬ 
paring fully optimized 1975 production 
vehicles with 1977 prototypes. GM App. 
4a~l, Figs. 7 18; I-b-2. Ford set the loss 
at 5 percent from 1975 levels, or 24 per¬ 
cent below what could otherwise be 
achieved if the HC and CO standards 
were not tightened. F. App. I-C-3, II-B- 
2-5, Appendix 6 page 6. Chrysler's figures 
were a 9 percent reduction from 1975. 
They estimated that the 1975 levels could 
be preserved if the current national 
standards were extended. C. App. IV-C1 
D-5. Volkswagen testified that achieving 
the standards would entail "little or no" 
fuel economy loss, Tr. 1039, 1070-71. 


Given the natural temptation on the 
manufacturer's part to err on the con¬ 
servative side, I believe these estimates 
are fully consistent with those of the 
National Academy of Sciences that a 5 
percent loss from 1975 levels would 
probably result, Tr. 2355. 2381. of the 
Department of Transportation that the 
loss would be 10 percent. Tr. 2511, and of 
my own staff that the loss would be be¬ 
tween those two figures unless new 
technology is introduced at a faster rate 
than the industry is currently plannix^g 
for it. 

The impact of meeting interim stand¬ 
ards set at the current California levels 
would be markedly leas. GM set the loss 
at 10 percent from current 1975 levels if 
the standards were attained by "applica¬ 
tion of current technology used on 1975 
California vehicles to all 1977 vehicles", 
GM App. I-c-2. It hardly seems neces¬ 
sary to assume that the 1975 control 
technology will remain without signif¬ 
icant improvement two model years later. 
Ford estimated that the loss would be 
6 to 8 percent over what could have been 
achieved if the current national HC and 
CO standards were extended, or a gain 
of 14 percent over 1975 levels. F. App. 
H-B-5, Appendix 6 p. 0. Chrysler esti¬ 
mated the loss from 1975 at 5 percent. 
C. App. 1V-C&D-5, even though the aver¬ 
age industry-wide difference between the 
two standards in 1975 was only 6 per¬ 
cent, Status Kept. 3-7. and Chrysler 
would have had the two intervening years 
to work on fuel economy improvements. 

Finally, if the interim California levels 
were to be extended for 1977, but with a 
NO* standard of 3.1 g/mi (which would 
require legislative action), the lass was 
estimated by each of the major auto com¬ 
panies at 3-5 percent over continuation 
of present standards. Tr. 47. 240 (Chrys¬ 
ler) ; Tr. 314 (GM); Tr. 633-35, 739 
(Ford). 

b. The economic impact of various 
standards . There was somewhat more 
variation in estimates of auto price In¬ 
creases that might accompany attain¬ 
ment of the statutory emission standards 
than was the case for fuel economy. Still, 
the estimates were all in the same basic 
area with the auto companies once again 
tending to the pessimistic side. 

General Motors estimated that a 
sticker price Increase of $130-50 over 
present systems would result if a "warm¬ 
up" converter were used, and $35-50 
(with possible upward adjustment for 
catalyst change) if it were not. These 
figures were In 1975 dollars. GM App. 
1—b—2, 4—b—4. 

Ford’s estimate is likewise about $150, 
mostly for increased size and precious 
metal loading of the catalytic converter, 
though this was inflated by factoring in 
an Inflation adjustment for 1977 which 
was estimated at 15 percent. F. App. 
I-C-2; Appendix 6 p. 7; Tr. 831-32. 

Chrysler was significantly higher at 
$260, C. App. IV-H-8. a figure adjusted 
to account for the effect of an estimated 
20 percent total inflation by 1977. Tr. 152. 

These figures are at the high end of 
the range estimated by my technical 


staff, see 8tatus Rcpt. p. 4-4, and 
significantly more than the estimate of 
the National Academy of Sciences, NAS 
Kept. p. 89. The National Academy, how*- 
ever, did not attempt to account for the 
use of a "start catalyst." 

There is even more agreement as to 
the impact of emission standards set at 
the current California levels. GM esti¬ 
mates the sticker price increase at about 
$23 over that of the current national sys¬ 
tem. GM App. I-C-2. That increase was 
set by Ford at $50 (presumably once 
again with an adjustment for inflation), 
F. App. I-C-2. by the NAS at about $40, 
see NAS Rept. p. 89, and by my own 
technical staff at about $40. Status Rcpt. 
p. 4-4. Chrysler did not provide an 
estimate. 

As for the suggestion that the stand¬ 
ards be set at .9 g/mi. HC. 9 g/ml. CO. 
and 3.1 g/mJ. NO*, the resulting price 
increase was described by Chrysler as 
"nominal, an additional $10”. Tr. 49. and 
by General Motors as $20 to $25. Tr. 313. 

Both price increases and reductions In 
fuel economy that might result from 
tighter emission standards could in 
theory be expected to affect new car 
sales adversely. However, a study by my 
staff Indicates that even at statutory 
levels the impact on sales would be on 
the order of a 1 percent reduction. 

c. Air Quality considerations. The im¬ 
pact of any relaxation of auto emission 
standards on air quality is obviously 
relevant to any suspension decision, and 
vital to consideration of any proposals 
for legislative action here. At the same 
time, neither the composition of the sus¬ 
pension hearing panel nor the nature of 
the witnesses made it possible to assess 
this matter in the specific context of the 
hearing. 

Instead, EPA has performed its own 
analysis of this matter. That study, to¬ 
gether with a summary, is separately 
available from EPA and will only be 
touched on here. "Air Quality Impact of 
Alternative Emission Standards for Light 
Duty Vehicles” will be available sepa¬ 
rately from EPA's Office of Air and Waste 
Management and as part of the environ¬ 
mental impact statement being prepared 
for the President's proposed energy pro¬ 
gram. which includes Clean Air Act 
Amendments. 

The air quality Impact analysis sug¬ 
gests that, although the relative differ¬ 
ences in air quality in 1977-1981 result¬ 
ing from various possible combinations 
of standards, ranging from the current 
Federal interims to the statutory stand¬ 
ards, do not appear to be enormous and 
do not reverse the current trend toward 
improvement, they are significant. These 
differences are particularly significant 
when one considers the number of areas 
that may still violate the air quality 
standards (especially for photochemi¬ 
cal oxidants) by 1985 or 1990 at any of 
the auto emission control levels and the 
difficulties of achieving the remaining 
emission reductions needed to attain the 
standards. 

Accordingly, only a new air quality 
threat of the potential scope and serlous- 
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ness of the sulfuric acid problem could 
make the decision temporarily to forego 
further HC and CO reductions a rela¬ 
tively clear one. 

Dated: March 5. 1975. 

Russell E. Train. 

Administrator . 

| FR Doc.75-6307 Filed 3-13-75:8.45 am] 


[FRL 345-3; FXFRA Docket No. 3401 

HAPPY JACK, INC. 

Filing of Objections 

By document dated November 15. 1974 
and published in the Federal Register 
on November 22. 1974, 39 FR 40980, the 
Assistant Administrator for Water and 
Hazardous Materials, Environmental 
Protection Agency, gave notice of his in¬ 
tent to cancel the registration of the 
pesticide product Happy Jack Sarcoptic 
Mange Medicine. EPA Reg. No. 2731-1, of 
which Happy Jack, Inc., Snow Hill, North 
Carolina 28580. is Registrant. 

Pursuant to S 164.8 of the rules of prac¬ 
tice governing hearings under the Fed¬ 
eral Insecticide. Fungicide, and Rodenti- 
cide Act. as amended, arising from can¬ 
cellation of registrations (40 CFR Part 
164 > notice is hereby given that the Reg¬ 
istrant has filed objections to the intent 
to cancel said registration. The document 
setting forth objections did not comply 
with the requirements of i 164.22(a) of 
said rules of practice and the Registrant 
was ordered to file objections in compli¬ 
ance with said section. On motion of Reg¬ 
istrant, without objection from Respond¬ 
ent. the time for filing objections in com¬ 
pliance with said $ 164.22(a) has been 
extended to September 8,1975. 

The objections on file and other docu¬ 
ments relating to the proceeding are 
available for examination by the public 
during regular business hours at the Of¬ 
fice of the Hearing Clerk. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Room 1019. East 
Tower. Waterside Mall, 401 M Street 
SW., Washington. D.C. 

Bernard D. Levinson. 

Administrative Law Judge. 

March 10,1975. 

|FR Doc 75-8815 Filed 3-13~75;8:45 am] 


(OPP-32000/207 St 208; FRL 343-21 

RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS FOR 
PESTICIDE REGISTRATION 

Data To Be Considered In Support of 
Applications 

On November 19. 1973. the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register <38 FR 
31882) its Interim policy with respect to 
the administration of section 3<c) (1) <D> 
of the Federal Ins ecticid e. Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FTFRA), as amended. 
This policy provides that EPA will, upon 
receipt of every application for registra¬ 
tion. publish in the Federal Register a 
notice containing the information shown 
below. The labeling furnished by the ap¬ 
plicant will be available for examination 
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at the Environmental Protection Agency. 
Room EB-31. East Tower. 401 M Street, 
SW. Washington DC 20460. 

On or before May 13. 1975 any person 
who (a) is or has been an applicant, <b) 
believes that data he developed and sub¬ 
mitted to EPA on or after October 21. 
1972. is being used to support an appli¬ 
cation described in this notice, <c) de¬ 
sires to assert a claim for compensation 
under section 3(c)(1)(D) for such use 
of his data, and <d) wishes to preserve 
his right to have the Administrator de¬ 
termine the amount of reasonable com¬ 
pensation to which he is entitled for such 
use of the data, must notify the Admin¬ 
istrator and the applicant named in the 
notice in the Federal Register of his 
claim by certified mall. Notification to 
the Administrator should be addressed 
to the Information Coordination 8ection. 
Technical Services Division (WH-569). 
Office of Pesticide Programs. 401 M 
Street. SW. Washington DC 20460. Every 
such claimant must include, at a mini¬ 
mum. the information listed in the in¬ 
terim policy of November 19,1973. 

Applications submitted under 2(a) or 
2(b) of the interim policy will be proc¬ 
essed to completion in accordance with 
existing procedures. Applications sub¬ 
mitted under 2(0 of the Interim policy 
cannot be made final until the 60 day 
period has expired. If no claims are re¬ 
ceived within the 60 day period, the 2(c) 
application will be processed according 
to normal procedure. However, if claims 
are received within the 60 day period, the 
applicants against whom the claims are 
asserted will be advised of the alterna¬ 
tives available under the Act. No claims 
will be accepted for possible EPA adjudi¬ 
cation which are received after May 13, 
1975. 

Dated: March 4. 1975. 

Martin H. Rocoft, 

Acting Director . 

Registration Division . 

Applications Recttveo (Opp-32000/207) 

EPA Flic Symbol 11018-0. Chem. Testing 
Corp., 32-10 37th Ave., Long Island City 
NY 11101. KEMCIDE-163. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Dixodlum cyanodlthioimidocarbon- 
ate 3.68%: Potassium N-methyldlth lo¬ 
cal* hamate 5.07%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy PM22 

EPA File Symbol 464-LRO. Dow Chcm.. 
U S A., PO Box 1706. Midland MI 48840. 
DOW 2,4—D. DIETHANOLAMINE SALT-8. 
Active Ingredients: 2.4-D 12.4-dlchIoro- 
phenoxyacetlc acid) diethanolamine salt 
69.3%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 
PM23 

EPA FUe Symbol 464-LRL Dow Chom. DOW 
BUTOXY PROPYL ESTER MIX NO. 1. 
Active Ingredients: 2.4-D |2.4-dlchloro- 
phenoxyacetic acld| Butoxy Propyl Esters 
678%; 811 vex |3~<2.4.5-trlchlorophenoxy) 
propionic acid} Butoxy Propyl Esters 
32.5%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 
PM23 

EPA Pile Symbol 404-LRU. Dow Chem. DOW 
2.4-D. TRIETHANOLAMINE SALT-4. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: 2.4-D (2.4-dlchloro- 
phenoxyacetlc acid] triethanolamine salt 


64 8%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 
PM23 

EPA File Symbol 18442 E. Eldorado Chem. 
Co., Inc.. PO Box 32101. San Antonio TX 
78216. ELDORADO PESTICIDE 26. Active 
Ingredients: 0,0-Dlethyi 0-(2-isopropyl-6- 
methyl-4-pyrlmidlnyi) phospborothloate 
0.500%: Pyrethrlns 0.052%; Plperonyl Bu- 
toxlde. Technical (Equivalent to 0 209% of 
(butylc&rbity!) (6-propylpiperonyl) ether 
and 0.062% of related compounds) 0.261%; 
Petroleum Distillate 99 187%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. PM 14 

EPA File Symbol 7368 GE. Georgia Pacific 
Corp.. 2425 Malt Ave., Los Angeles CA 
90040. GEORGIA-PACIFIC POND AND 
FOUNTAIN ALOICIDR. Active Ingredients: 
Copper 0.15%, Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. PM24 

EPA File Symbol 14955-U. Jefco Lab., Inc., 
618 W. Jackson Blvd.. Chicago IL 60606. 
PLUS TEN VEGETATION KILLER. Active 
Ingredients: Prometone 2,4-bla (tsopropyi- 
amlno) 6-methoxy-s-trlaxlne 3 73%: Pe¬ 
troleum distillate 80.91%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. PM25 

EPA File Svmbol 372-UI. Malllnclcrodt, Inc . 
3600 2nd 8t., & Malllnckrodt 8t., St Louis 
MO 63147. MALLINCKRODT DUOS AN 
BRAND BROAD SPECTRUM SYSTEMIC- 
CONTACT TURP FUNGICIDE. Active In¬ 
gredients: Dimethyl 4,4'-o-phenylenebls 
(3-thloallophanate) 15%; Manganese (Zu 
•f-f) ethylene bladlthlocarbamate 60%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(a) of Interim policy. PM21. 

EPA File Symbol 904-EOL B. O. Pratt Dlv.. 
Gabriel Chem. Ltd., 204 21st Ave.. Paterson 
NJ 07509. DUR8BAN 25 EC TURF AND 
ORNAMENTAL PLANT INSECTICIDE. 
Active Ingredients: Chlorpyrifos |0,0-dl- 
cthyl 0- (3.5.6-trlchloro-2-pyrtdyl) phoe- 
phorolhloatel 24 9%; Aromatic petroleum 
derivative solvent 53.7%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(0) of 
Interim policy, PM12 

EPA File Symbol 1159-ROA. Seacoast Lab, 
Inc.. 257 Hwy. 18, E. Brunswick NJ 08816. 
TWIN LIGHT DURSBAN SPRAY. Active 
Ingredients: Chlorpyrifoe |0.0-dlethyi 0-(3, 
5.6-trlchloro-2-pyridyl) pbospborothloate) 
25.00%: Aromatic petroleum derivative 
solvent 88.34%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. PM12 

EPA File Symbol 5680- RL. W. O 8noe Co.. 
Inc., 1430 S. Peters St.. New Orleans LA 
70130. PURICIDE ALGICIDE INHIBITOR. 
Active Ingredients: Alkyl (€14 68%, Clfl 
28%.C14 14%) dimethyl benzyl ammonium 
chloride 10%. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 
PM24 

EPA File Symbol 148-RRTN. Thompson-Hay- 
ward Chem. Co.. PO Box 2383. Kansas City 
K8 66110. TECHNICAL 0040. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: l-(4-chiorophenyl) -3-(2.6-dlfluoro- 
benzoyl)-urea 95.0%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(a) of interim 
policy. PM 17 

EPA File Symbol 225 EUN. Tobacco States 
Chem. Co.. Inc., PO Box 479. Lexington KY 
40601. TASCO BRAND DIAZINON AO 500 
INSECTICIDE. Active Ingredients: 0.0- 
diethyl 0- (2-lsopropyl-6-metb>i-4 -pyrlml- 
dinyl) phosphor© th mate 47.5%: Aromatic 
petroleum derivative solvent 26.2%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(c) of Interim policy. PM 14 

EPA FUe Symbol 10352-RT Union Carbide 
Corp., 270 Park Ave, New York NY 10017. 
UNION CARBIDE SENTRY GRAIN TRE- 
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SERVER. Active Ingredient*: Propionic 
Acid 100%. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceed* under 2(b) of interim policy. 
PM21 

Applications Rxckjyxd (Opp-32000/206) 

EPA Pile Symbol 35378-A. Aqua Process 
Chorn , 2408 Yorktowa #178, Houston TX 
77027. 8-78. Active Ingredient*: 2-(Tblo- 
cjranomeUiylthlo) bcnzothUuBol* 8.0%; 2- 
Hydroxypropyl methanethlolsulfonate 
7.0%. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy. PM22 

EPA Pile Symbol 10042-A. Band ini Fertilizer 
Co.. 4130 Rand Ini Avc., Loe Angeles CA 
00023 4 BAN DIN I WEEDILIZER A FER¬ 
TILIZER WITH WEED CONTROL. Active 
Ingredients: Dlphenamld (Enlde) (N. N- 
DlmcUiyl-2.2-Dlphcnyl-Acetamide* 2.30%; 
Monuron (3-(P-Chlorophenyl) -1,1-Dimcth- 
ylurea) 0.25%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy. PM25 

EPA File Symbol 7209-RL. The Brenco Corp., 
704 North First St.. 8t. Louis MO 63102. 
804-M. Active Ingredients; Dlsodium cy- 
anodithlolmidocarbonate 4.00%; Potassium 
N-methyldlthlocarbamate 6.76%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. PM22 

EPA PUe Symbol 0461-ON Celanese Coatings 
Sc Specialties Co., Devoe Sc Reynolds Co., 
(Marine Dlv.), PO Box 09038, Jefferson town 
KY 40290. DEVOE MARINE DEVRAN 216 
PERMANENT RED ANTI-FOULING PAINT 
MD-3832. Active Ingredients: Cuprous 
Oxide 34.88%. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 
PM22 

EPA Pile Symbol 3222-RL Crown Zellerbach 
Corp.. One Bush St.. San Francisco CA 
04119. CROWN CITRU8 LINERS TYPE 
WOL DIPHENYL TREATED. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Diphenyl 16.67%, Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
Interim policy. PM21 

EPA File Symbol 8160-RE. Hunter Products 
Corp.. 8003 Bolts Ln. San Antonio TX 
78286. ENVAIR FLYING INSECT KILLER 
n. Active Ingredients: Py ret hr Ins 1.00%; 
Plperonyl butoxldc, technical 2.00%; N- 
octyl blcycloheptene dlcarboxlmlde 3.33%; 
Petroleum distillate 13.67%, Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. PM17 

EPA File Symbol 8169 RR Hunter Products 
Corp.. 8603 Botts Ln., San Antonio TX 
78286. ENVAIR FLYING INSECT KILLER 
IH. Active Ingredients: Pyrethrins 043%; 
Plperonyl butoxide, technical 4 60%: Pet¬ 
roleum distillate 16.05%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. PM17 

EPA File Symbol 334-URA. Hyson Corp., 910 
W. 38th St . Chicago IL 60609. PROFES¬ 
SIONAL STRENGTH 225 INSECT KILLER 
Active Ingredients: Pyrethrins 0.30%; 
Plperonyl Butoxide. Technical 0.60%; N- 
Octyl Blcycloheptene Dlcarboxlmldo 1.00%. 
Method of Support: Application prooeods 
under 2(c) of interim policy. PM 17 

ErA File Symbol 0813-U. K O. B. Associates, 
Inc., PO Box 91. West 1*1 Ip NY 11705. 
KOBACIDE SBP-1382. Active Ingredients: 

(6-Benzy 1-3-fury 1) methyl 2,2-dlmethyl-3- 
(2-methylpropenyl) cyciopropanecarboxyl- 
ate 0500%; Related compounds 0.068%; 
Aromatic petroleum hydrocarbons 0.662%; 
Petroleum distillate 08.750%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of Interim policy. PM 17 

EPA File Symbol 8249-T. Maintenance Engi¬ 
neering Corp., 3711 Clinton Dr. PO Box 
1720, Houston TX 77001. MECO MICRO¬ 


BIOCIDE 74. Active Ingredients: 2-(Thlo- 
cyanomethylthlo)benzothUuBole 8.0%; 2- 
Hydroxypropyl methanethloauUonate 7.0%, 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of Interim policy. PM22 

EPA File Symbol 1021-ROUA. McLaughlin 
Oormley King Co., 8810 Tenth Ave. N. 
Minneapolis MN 68427. PYROCIDE INTER¬ 
MEDIATE 7220. Active Ingredients: Pyre- 
thrlna 3.50%; Plperonyl Butoxide. technical 
6.00%: N-octyl blcycloheptene dlcarbox¬ 
lmlde 8 34%; 2^:4.5-bls(2-buty!ene-tetra- 
hydro-2-furaIdohyde) 6.67%; Petroleum 
distillate 9.82%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(c) of Interim 
policy, PM17 

EPA PUe Symbol 36123-E Pharmadyne Chem. 
Corp., 15 Sewaren Ave., Sewaren NJ 07077. 
WONDER FLUFF WHITE SHAMPOO. Active 
Ingredients: Pyrethrins 0.50%; Plperonyl 
Butoxide. Technical 0.100%, N-Ootyl Bi- 
cycloheptcnc Dlcarboxlmlde 0.166%: Pe¬ 
troleum Distillate 0.246 %, Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. PM 17 

EPA FUe Symbol 4297-EO. Reliance Brooks 
Inc , 3303 E. 87th 8t. Cleveland OH 44127. 
H-C TREATMENT NO. 471. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Dlsodlum cyanodi thiol ml docar- 
bonate 4 90%: Potassium N-methyldlthio- 
carbamate 6.76%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy PM22 

EPA File Symbol 220 FEA Tobacco States 
Chemical Co., Inc., PO Box 479, Lexington 
KY 40501. JASCO ENIDE 60W. Active In¬ 
gredients: Dlphenamld (N.N-Dime thy 1-2,2- 
dlphcnylacetamlde) 50%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
Interim policy. PM28 

EPA FUe Symbol 32965-U. Water ChomlaU, 
Inc. PO Box 228. Palrland IN 46126. 
MICROBIOCIDE M-218. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Dlpodium cyanodlthlolmldocarbonate 
4.90%; Potassium N-methyldlthlocarba¬ 
mate 6.76%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(b) of Interim 
policy. PM22 

|FR Doc.75-6370 Fllod 3-13-75:8:45 tun] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Office of the Secretary 

ELECTRIC GOLF CARS FROM POLAND 

Antidumping; Withholding of Appraisement 
Notice 

Information was received on June 7, 
1974, that electric golf care from Poland 
were being sold at less than fair value 
within the meaning of the Antidumping 
Act. 1921, as amended (19 U.8.C. 160 et 
ceq.) (referred to in this notice as "the 
Act"). This information was the sub¬ 
ject of an "Antidumping Proceeding 
Notice" which was published ln the Fed¬ 
eral Register of June 14, 1974, on page 
20815. The "Antidumping Proceeding 
Notice" indicated that there was evidence 
on record concerning injury, or likelihood 
of injury, or prevention of establishment 
of an Industry in the United States. 

Pursuant to section 201(b) of the Act 
< 19 U.S.C. 160(b)), notice is hereby given 
that there are reasonable grounds to be¬ 
lieve or suspect that the purchase price 
(section 203 of the Act; 19 U.8.C. 162) of 
electric golf care from Poland is less, or 
Is likely to be less, than the constructed 
value, as reflected by prices of similar 


merchandise in a non-state-controlled 
economy country (Canada) (section 206 
of the Act; 19 U.S.C. 165). 

Statement ol reasons . The informa¬ 
tion currently before the U.8. Customs 
Service tends to Indicate that the proper 
basis of comparison for fair value pur¬ 
poses will be between purchase price and 
constructed value, as reflected by prices 
of similar merchandise in a non-state- 
con trolled economy' country. 

Purchase price probably will be cal¬ 
culated on the basis of f.o.b., Poland, 
prices to the United States with a deduc¬ 
tion for pocking in Poland. 

Inasmuch as the merchandise under 
consideration was produced in a state- 
con trolled-economy country, constructed 
value likely will be based on the price at 
which similar merchandise was sold for 
home consumption in a free country. The 
country chosen for this purpose will be 
Canada. 

Constructed value probably will be cal¬ 
culated on the basis of an ex-factory 
price to Canadian purchasers, with a de¬ 
duction for federal sales taxes. Adjust¬ 
ments likely will be made for differences 
in the merchandise, quantities produced, 
advertising costs, credit terms, warranty 
costs and pocking. 

Using the above criteria, there are rea¬ 
sonable grounds to believe or suspect 
that the purchase price will be lower 
than the constructed value, as reflected 
by prices. 

Customs officers are being directed to 
withhold appraisement of electric golf 
cars from Poland in accordance with 
5 153.48, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 
153.48). 

In accordance with !} 153.32(b) and 
153.37, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 
153.32(b), 153.37), Interested persons 
may present written views or arguments, 
or request in writing that the Secretary 
of the Treasury afford an opportunity to 
present oral views. 

Any requests that the Secretary of the 
Treasury afford an opportunity to pre¬ 
sent oral views should be addressed to 
the Commissioner of Customs, 2100 K 
Street NW.. Washington, D C. 20229, in 
time to be received by hLs office on or be¬ 
fore March 24. 1975. Such requests must 
be accompanied by a statement outlining 
the issues wished to be discussed. 

Any written views or arguments should 
likewise be addressed to the Commis¬ 
sioner of Customs In time to be received 
by his office on or before April 14,1975. 

This notice, which is published pur¬ 
suant to 5 153.34(a). Customs Regula¬ 
tions (19 CFR 153.34(a)), shall become 
effective on March 14.1975. It shall cease 
to be effective at the expiration of 6 
months from the date of this publica¬ 
tion, unless previously revoked. 

(seal! James B. Clawson, 

Acting Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

March 12. 1975. 

(FR Doc.76-6833 Filed 3-13-75.8:45 am) 
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JOINT BOARD FOR THE ENROLLMENT OF 
ACTUARIES 

Meeting 

Notice 15 hereby given that commenc¬ 
ing at 9:30 a.m. on March 19. 1975. and 
continuing on March 20. IX necessary, the 
Board will hold a meeting at which mem¬ 
bers of the public may Informally pre¬ 
sent their views concerning the imple¬ 
mentation of section 3042 of the Em¬ 
ployee Retirement Income Security Act 
of 1974 iPub. L. 93-406) The meeting 
will be held In Room S-3215, New De¬ 
partment of Labor Building. 200 Con¬ 
stitution Avenue. NW.. Washington. D.C. 

Attendance Is open to all members of 
tlie public but limited to the space avail¬ 
able. Persons wishing to make statements 
should notify the undersigned at least 
two days in advance and should Indicate 
whether they desire to present oral 
statements at the meeting. Any member 
of the public may file a written statement 
with the Board In connection with the 
meeting. 

Notification of Intention to attend the 
meeting or to make an oral statement 
should be given to the office or the 
Chairman by letter at Room 6129, In¬ 
ternal Revenue Service Building, 1111 
Constitution Avenue. NW.. Washington. 
D.C. 20224. or by telephone at (202) 964- 
4311. 

tS£M.1 Donald S. Grubbs. Jr.. 

Chairman. 

March 11. 1975. 

|PR Doc.75-6793 Fll*d 3-13-75;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Office of the Secretary 

DDR&E HIGH ENERGY LASER REVIEW 
GROUP. AD HOC HIGH ENERGY LASER 
REVIEW TEAM 

Closed Meetings 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
10 of Pub. L. 92—463, dated October 6. 
1972, notice is hereby given that the 
dosed meetings of the DDRLE High En¬ 
ergy Laser Review Group Ad Hoc High 
Energy Laser Review* Team will be held 
on Tuesday through Friday. April 1 
through 4. 1975, at Redstone Arsenal. 
Alabama. 

The subject matter of the meetings is 
classified in accordance with subpara¬ 
graph (1) of section 552(b) of Title 5 
of the U.S. Code. 

O. W. Herrick. 

Acting Director , Correspondence 
and Directives . OASD (Comp¬ 
troller). 

March 13. 1975. 

|PR Doc. 75-6928 Filed 3 13-73; 9:23 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Drug Enforcement Administration 
|Docket Noa. 74-12.74-17] 

SERLING DRUG CO. AND DETROIT 
PRESCRIPTION WHOLESALER. INC. 

Denial of Application for Registration To 
Distribute Controlled Substances 

On May 16. 1074. the Drug Enforce¬ 
ment Administration issued to the Ser- 


ling Drug Company. 10650 Galaxie Ave¬ 
nue. P.O. Box 3760. Oak Park. Michigan, 
an order to show cause as to why Its ap¬ 
plication for registration to distribute 
controlled substances, under section 303 
of the Controlled Substances Act (21 
U.S.C. 823). should not be denied. The 
order to show cause was based upon 
charges that, inter alia, the applicant’s 
past history In the distribution of con¬ 
trolled substances revealed conditions 
and practices inconsistent with the pub¬ 
lic interest and that the applicant had 
failed to establish and maintain effective 
controls against the diversion of con¬ 
trolled substances Into other than legiti¬ 
mate industrial, scientific and medical 
channels, thereby evidencing direct and 
continuing violations of the Controlled 
Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 801. ct seq.) 
and the administrative regulations pro¬ 
mulgated thereunder (Title 21. Code of 
Federal Regulations. Part 1301, et seq.). 

Serling Drug Company requested a 
hearing on the order to show cause and. 
following a prehearing conference held 
on September 3,1974, hearings were held 
on this matter on September 14, 1974, in 
Washington. D.C., and on October 7. and 
8. 1974. in Dctroid. Michigan. Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge Lcw*is F. Parker pre¬ 
sided at all proceedings. On January 15, 
1975. Judge Parker filed, pursuant to 21 
CFR 1316.65. his report and a recom¬ 
mended findings of fact, conclusions of 
law and a recommended decision, and 
certified to the Amlnistrator the recor 
of the proceedings including the tran¬ 
scripts of the hearings and prehearing 
conference, the exhibits admitted in 
evidence or proffered by the parties, and 
the proposed findings of fact and con¬ 
clusions of law filed by both the Gov¬ 
ernment and the respondent and their 
respective briefs in reply thereto. 

The Administrator, pursuant to 21 
CFR 1316.66. hereby publishes bis final 
order in tills proceeding based upon 
findings of fact and conclusions of law 
set forth below*. 

Sections 303(b) and (e) of the Con¬ 
trolled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 823(b) 
and (e)) require that an applicant shall 
be registered to distribute controlled sub¬ 
stances In schedules I or II, and sched¬ 
ules HI, IV. and V. respectively, unless 
such registration would be Inconsistent 
with the public Interest. In determining 
the public Interest, the following factors 
are to be considered: 

(1) Maintenance of effective controls 
against diversion of partctular controlled 
substances into other than legitimate 
medical, scientific, and Industrial chan¬ 
nels: 

<2) Compliance with applicable State 
and local law: 

(3) Prior conviction record of appli¬ 
cant under Federal or State laws relating 
to the manufacture, distribution, or dis¬ 
pensing of such substances; 

(4) Past experience in the distribution 
of controlled substances: and 

(5) Such other factors as may be 
relevant to and consistent with the pub¬ 
lic health and safety. 

In determining whether the Issuance 
to the Serling Drug Company of a reg¬ 
istration to distribute controlled sub¬ 


stances In schedules n. m. IV and V is 
in the public Interest, the Administrator 
has considered these factors. The most 
relevant of these factors in the case at 
bar are the applicant’s maintenance of 
effective controls against diversion, its 
past experience in the distribution of con¬ 
trolled substances, and the prior convic¬ 
tion record of an applicant under Fed¬ 
eral or State laws relating to controlled 
substances. 

Judge Parker, in his recommcndod 
conclusions of law. states that "• • • to 
maintain effective controls against diver¬ 
sion of controlled substances, a registrant 
must not only give these substances ade¬ 
quate physical security but must also 
maintain accurate records of his con¬ 
trolled substances Inventory.** The Ad¬ 
ministrator concurs in this statement but 
disagrees with Judge Parker's conclu¬ 
sion that this requirement is essential 
"not so much as to stop the diversion of 
controlled substances initially but to 
provide a method of determining on a 
periodic basis whether or not there have 
been unexplained losses of Inventory 
which might have been caused by thefts." 
This reason, while certainly not unim¬ 
portant. is far from being the principal 
purpose of the regulations requiring ac¬ 
curate recordkeeping. A highly Impor¬ 
tant reason, demonstrated by cases such 
as the one at bar. Is to provide the reg¬ 
istrant with an ongoing means of dis¬ 
covering instances of diversion as they 
occur so that prompt and effective coun¬ 
termeasures can be undertaken. Another 
Important purpose for the maintenance 
of accurate records Is to provide the Gov¬ 
ernment with a means of determining 
whether the registrant is maintaining 
such effective controls against diversion 
as are required by the Controlled Sub¬ 
stances Act and the administrative reg¬ 
ulations promulgated pursuant thereto. 

The Administrator finds, after a 
thorough review of the entire record, 
that there Is substantial and ptirsuaslve 
evidence of serious discrepancies In the 
applicant's controlled substances records 
and Inventories. These discrepancies 
were discovered in the course of in-depth 
audits of Serllng's records and inven¬ 
tories conducted by employees of this 
agency and Us predecessor in October 
1971. July 1973, and February 1974. In 
arriving at this conclusion, the Adminis¬ 
trator specifically rejects the Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge's recommended con¬ 
clusion that testimony and documentary 
evidence offered by the Government to 
prove such discrepancies w*ere without 
probative value. The Administrator finds 
that when considered in light of the 
record as a whole, the Government's ex¬ 
hibits. consisting of compilations derived 
from audits of Serllng's records and In¬ 
ventories. and the testimony of individ¬ 
uals responsible for conducting those 
audits constitute convincing and sub¬ 
stantial evidence that serious shortages 
existed in the inventory of controlled 
substances for which Serling was ac¬ 
countable. These record-keeping dis¬ 
crepancies are in themselves violations 
of 21 U.8.C. 827(a)(3) and 21 CFR 
1304.21(a). A reasonable Inference 
drawn from this evidence is that the 
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shortages demonstrated thereby were at¬ 
tributable to actual diversion of con¬ 
trolled substances Into other than legiti¬ 
mate Industrial* scientific and medical 
channels. 

The most serious of the alleged short¬ 
ages in terms of gross quantity was that 
of Robitussln AC£. a schedule V sub¬ 
stance containing codeine phosphate, a 
substance with a recognized potential for 
abuse. The Government’s audit found 
that the respondent’s Inventory was 
short over 300,000 ounces of Robitussln 
AC during the period from December 31. 
1972. to July 9. 1973. Significantly, while 
the respondent attempted to rebut the 
DEA audits of other substances, no at¬ 
tempt was made to show that the records 
showing shortages of Robitussln AC were 
not accurate. Based on shortages-of this 
substance alone, without considering the 
other shortages, some of which involved 
substances of even greater abuse poten¬ 
tial, there Is sufficient basis for a finding 
that the registrant failed to maintain 
effective controls under 21 U.8.C. 823(e). 
and the Administrator so finds. 

In holding that discrepancies In record 
keeping and inventory did in fact occur 
on a continuing basis in the course of the 
applicant s handling of controlled sub¬ 
stances. the Administrator has taken 
note of. and has given weight to, certain 
documents which were held by the Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge to be without 
probative value. It Is the Administrator’s 
opinion that the Administrative Law 
Judge erred in his assignment of proba¬ 
tive force to this evidence. Under the rule 
of modem judicial decisions governing 
the admissibility of evidence in adminis¬ 
trative proceedings, there can be no 
doubt but that the Government’s exhibits 
articulating the results of Its audits of 
the respondent’s controlled substances 
were evidence of the kind that "usually 
effects fairmlnded men In the conduct 
of their most Important business/* "U.S. 
v. United Shoe Machinery Corp/’, 89 P. 
Supp. 349 (D. Mass.. 1950). The cases dis¬ 
cussing admissibility are numerous and 
need not be further cited here. Judge 
Parker properly admitted these exhibits 
but failed to assign to them their proper 
weight in reaching his conclusions. The 
Administrator is free to consider all of 
the evidence in the record and to reach 
his own conclusions as to the weight 
of such evidence. This proceeding was 
conducted under regulations of this Ad¬ 
ministration as well as relevant portions 
of the Administrative Procedures Act 
(Title 5, United States Code, sections 351- 
559). Under 21 CFR 1316.65. the presiding 
officer, here, the Administrative Law 
Judge. Is required to certify the entire 
record to the Administrator. When such 
Is the case, the Administrator may reach 
his own rational conclusions as to the 
weight to be given each Item of evidence 
in* the record. See * 4 8okoloff v. Sax be et 
al.’\ 501 P. 2d 571 (2nd Clr. 1974). and 
5 U8.C. 557(b). The Administrator con¬ 
cludes that a fair reading of all of the 
evidence of record requires a determina¬ 
tion that the applicant failed to main¬ 
tain complete and accurate records as re¬ 


quired by 21 U.S.C. 827 and that such 
was a failure to maintain the effective 
controls against diversion required to be 
considered by 21 U.6.C. 823. 

Further, the Administrator finds that 
due at least partially to the applicant's 
failure to maintain effective controls, ac¬ 
tual diversion of controlled substances 
into other than legitimate channels took 
place. It is not possible to consider Scr- 
ling Drug Company’s past experience in 
distributing controlled substances and 
its ability or inability to maintain effec¬ 
tive controls against diversion without 
considering the illegal acts of Us then 
Vice President, Jack 8erllng. In the 
course of this proceeding, either by stipu¬ 
lation of the parties or through the testi¬ 
mony of witnesses, evidence was intro¬ 
duced to the effect that on at least thir¬ 
teen occasions between November 3,1973. 
and February 28, 1974, Jack Serllng 
Illegally sold controlled substances to em¬ 
ployes of the Michigan Diversion In¬ 
vestigative Unit who were operating in 
an undercover capacity. It was further 
stipulated that Jack Serllng was arrested 
and indicted as a result of his illicit deal¬ 
ing in controlled substances and that the 
substances involved were either ordered 
through or stolen from the applicant 
here. Serllng Drug Company. 

The Administrative Law Judge has 
recommended that Jack 8erling*s theft 
of controlled substances from Serllng 
Drug Company be ignored lor the pur¬ 
poses of a ruling on the Company's ap¬ 
plication for registration to distribute 
controlled substances. Judge Parker 
found that "while it is true that Jack 
Serllng did divert controlled substances 
obtained from Serllng (Drug Company) 
into Illicit channels, there is no evidence 
nor is there any justifiable inference that 
anything which the company did or 
failed to do led directly to those 
thefts * * •** In discussing the deci¬ 
sion of the Administrator in "Pour Cor¬ 
ners Pharmacy. Inc.**, 38 PR 215 (Nov. 8, 
1973). Judge Parker correctly states that 
M (Dt would, indeed, be outrageous if a 
convicted felon were permitted to dis¬ 
pense controlled substances through a 
closely held corporation and the decision 
of the Administrator in Pour Comers. I 
take it, was designed to prevent this re¬ 
sult." Judge Parker goes on to state that 
“(t)hat cannot happen here. Jack 
Serllng is no longer connected with 
Serllng (Drug! In any way which he 
could use to divert controlled substances 
illegally and no other officer or employee 
of Serling has been involved in any 
illegal drug-related matters." 

The Administrator cannot accept this 
theory. Evidence of record indicates that 
the Serllng Drug Company is a closely 
held corporation. Fifty percent of the 
firm’s stock is held by Mr. Leon Serllng 
and two percent is held by the firm itself 
as treasury stock. The remaining forty- 
eight percent is held by Mr. Jack Serling 
who resigned as an officer and director as 
of February 28. 1975. Unlike the Admin¬ 
istrative Law Judge, however, the Ad¬ 
ministrator finds that there is a justifia¬ 
ble Inference that the lack of seriousness 


with which the Serling Drug Company 
considered Its obligations as a distributor 
under the Controlled Substances Act di¬ 
rectly or Indirectly led to the relative 
ease with which Mr. Jack Serllng was 
able to purloin the Company's controlled 
substances without detection by other re¬ 
sponsible Company officers. 

Under the circumstances, the Admin¬ 
istrator cannot accept Judge Parker's 
recommendation that the "sins of Jack 
8erling’’ not be visited upon the corpo¬ 
ration. Here, not only does It appear that 
the corporation’s failure to maintain ade¬ 
quate and effective controls, as demon¬ 
strated by substantial evidence, led to 
actual diversion by one of its officers and 
stockholders, but that the culpable in¬ 
dividual retains his Interest In the equity 
of the firm, although ostensibly without 
power to act on the corporation’s behalf 
or to guide its operations in any way. 

The Administrator concludes that the 
rationale in the "Four Comers" case is 
equally persuasive here. The Adminis¬ 
trator's final order In "Four Comers" 
contains an exhaustive discussion on the 
responsibility of a closely held corporate 
registrant for the controlled substance- 
related criminal acts of one of Its officers 
without the knowledge or complicity of 
other corporate officers. The Intent of 
Congress in enacting the Controlled Sub¬ 
stances Act is clear. The Act was de¬ 
signed to permit a flexible system 
through which the widespread diversion 
of controlled substances could be halted. 

The principal difference between 
• Four Comers" and the case at bar is 
that the former involved a revocation 
of registration under 21 U.S.C. 824 
whereas this case involves a denial to 
grant a registration under 21 U.8.C. 
823. This difference is, however, with¬ 
out substance. This agency has consist¬ 
ently held that where a registration can 
be revoked under section 824. it can. a 
fortiori, be denied under section 823. 
since the law would not require an agen¬ 
cy to Indulge in the useless act of grant¬ 
ing a license on one day only to with¬ 
draw it on the next. 

For the reasons above stated, the Ad¬ 
ministrator finds that the public inter¬ 
est would not be served by granting the 
Serllng Drug Company's application for 
registration as a distributor under DEA 
Registration Number PS 0032932 at this 
time. However, there are several para¬ 
graphs in the hearing record and in 
Judge Parker’s report which indicate 
that loss of Serling's DEA registration 
would visit economic disaster upon the 
Company and extreme hardsliip upon 
some sixty families which depend upon 
8erling for their livelihoods. The Admin¬ 
istrator is not unmindful of the side ef¬ 
fects of his actions with regard to con¬ 
trolled substance registrations. Yet. in 
spite of these undesirable incidental 
effects, the intent of Congress in setting 
up this system of controls must not be 
forgotten. If diversion of drugs into il¬ 
licit channels Is to be halted, registrants 
must be not only aware of their respon¬ 
sibility, but also of the consequences of 
their irresponsibilities. 
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After considering all of these factors, 
the Administrator has decided upon a 
course of action which seems best to fU 
the total situation and to serve the pub* 
lie Interest. Serling Drug Company's ap¬ 
plication will be denied. However, after 
one year. If Serling can satisfy the Ad¬ 
ministrator that it Is prepared to com¬ 
ply with the letter and spirit of the Con¬ 
trolled Substances Act and the admin¬ 
istrative regulations pursuant thereto, a 
new application for registration ns a 
distributor of controlled substances will 
be considered. 

On May 10, 1974, Mr. Leon Serling, 
Secretary-Treasurer of Detroit Prescrip¬ 
tion Wholesaler, Inc. (“Detroit”), exe¬ 
cuted on behalf of that company an ap¬ 
plication for registration, under DEA 
Registration Number PD 0033011, to dis¬ 
tribute controlled substances under Sec¬ 
tion 303 of the Controlled Substances Act 
(21 U.S.C. 823). On August 6. 1974, the 
Drug Enforcement Administration issued 
an order to show cause as to why this ap¬ 
plication should not be denied. This order 
alleged, inter alia, that the applicant had 
failed to maintain effective controls 
against the diversion of controlled sub¬ 
stances into oilier than legitimate scien¬ 
tific. industrial and medical channels as 
evidenced by its failure to maintain rec¬ 
ords of controlled substances transactions 
as required by fiS 1304.04(b)(1), 1304.04 
(b)(2), 1304.23(e) and 1305.03. 

On August 30, 1974. Detroit requested 
a hearing on the order to show cause. A 
prehearing conference was held in this 
matter on October 9, 1974, in Detroit, 
Michigan, and a hearing was held on No¬ 
vember 12. 1974, in Washington. D.C„ 
Administrative Law Judge Lewis P. 
Parker, presiding. On March 3, 1975, 
Judge Parker filed, pursuant to 21 CPR 
1316.65 his report containing recom¬ 
mended findings of fact, conclusions of 
law and a recommended decision, and 
certified to the Administrator . the rec¬ 
ord of the proceedings including the 
transcripts of the hearings and prehear¬ 
ing conference, the exhibits admitted 
Into evidence, and the proposed findings 
of fact and conclusions of law filed by 
both the Government and the respondent 
and their respective briefs in reply 
thereto. The Administrator has reviewed 
the entire record and, pursuant to 21 
CPR 1316.66, hereby publishes his final 
order in this proceeding based upon the 
findings of fact and conclusions of law 
set forth below. 

Sections 303 (b) and (e) of the Con¬ 
trolled Substances Act (21 UJS.C. 823 (b) 
and (c>) require that an applicant shall 
be registered to distribute controlled 
substances in schedules I or n. and 
schedules HI. IV and V, respectively, un¬ 
less such registration would be incon¬ 
sistent with the public interest. First 
among the factors to be considered In 
determining wh ether such registration is 
in the public interest is the maintenance 
of effective controls against diversion. 
Section 307 (21 U.S.C. 827) and section 
308 (21 U.S.C. 828) of the Controlled 
Substances Act set forth, respectively, the 
records which must be maintained by 
registrants and the requirement for the 
use of order forms for all transfers of 


schedule I and n substances. Parts 1304 
and 1305 of Title 21. Code of Federal 
Regulations, are administrative regula¬ 
tions promulgated pursuant to the afore¬ 
mentioned sections of the Controlled 
Substances Act. 

The Government has alleged, and, In 
the course of those proceedings, the ap¬ 
plicant or registrant has admitted, that 
Detroit failed to maintain records of its 
controlled substances transactions os re¬ 
quired by the Controlled Substances Act 
and by Title 21, Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions. Part 1304 et seq. The Administra¬ 
tor finds, as did Judge Parker that “De¬ 
troit has not • • • kept the records re¬ 
quired by DEA regulations to evidence 
the transfer of controlled substances 
from Detroit to Serling I Drug Com¬ 
pany l. M 

The Administrator further finds that 
since both Detroit and Serling Drug 
Company shared the same building, con¬ 
trolled substances handling areas and 
personnel, and since Mr. Leon Serling 
Is a responsible officer of both companies, 
that any Inadequacies in Serling’s physi¬ 
cal security and operating procedures are 
properly attributable to Detroit and that 
where the former hnd notice of these 
shortcomings, this was notice to the 
latter. 

Detroit’s failure to maintain adequate 
controls, particularly in its transfers of 
schedule n substances other than pur¬ 
suant to a written order, is in itself suffi¬ 
cient reason to deny its application under 
the circumstances in this matter. How¬ 
ever. there is another compelling reason 
why tills registration should not be re¬ 
newed. The Administrator has in this 
very order denied the application of 
Bcrling Drug Company for registration 
as a distributor. The record in this mat¬ 
ter leaves no doubt but that Detroit Is 
merely a pseudonym for Serling—a paper 
entity through which Serling ordered 
pharmaceuticals for various economic 
and business reasons. Mr. Leon Serling, 
Detroit’s Secretary-Treasurer and sole 
shareholder, stated that, upon arrival at 
the companies* Joint facility, pharma¬ 
ceuticals lost their identity as Detroit's 
and were placed immediately into 8crling 
Drug Company’s Inventory and that, in 
effect. Serling paid for all merchandise 
ordered by Detroit. 

Therefore, since the Administrator has 
held that permitting Serling Drug Com¬ 
pany to continue to distribute controlled 
substances would not be in the public 
interest, it would be Inconsistent and 
likewise contrary to the public interest 
to permit Serling to do vicariously 
through Detroit what it may not do of 
Its own. % 

For these reasons. Detroit Prescription 
Wholesaler’s application is denied. How¬ 
ever, for the same reasons as articulated 
In the 8erling matter, above, the Drug 
Enforcement Administration will con¬ 
sider a new application after the pas¬ 
sage of one year. 

Therefore, under the authority vested 
In the Attorney General by section 303 
of the Comprehensive Drug Abuse Pre¬ 
vention and Control Act of 1970 (21 
U.S.C. 823), and redelegated to the Ad¬ 
ministrator of the Drug Enforcement 


Administration, by $ 0.100, as amended, 
Title 28, Code of Federal Regulations, 
the Administrator orders that the appli¬ 
cation of Serling Drug Company for a 
Certificate of Registration under DEA 
Registration Number PS 0032932 and 
that of Detroit Prescription Wholesaler, 
Inc;, under DEA Registration Number 
PD 0033011 be denied. This order shall 
be effective on or before April 14, 1975, 
and during this period, Serling Drug 
Company nnd Detroit Prescription 
Wholesaler, Inc., shall be permitted to 
dispose of all controlled substances in 
their possession in a lawful and regu¬ 
lar manner. 

Dated: March 11, 1975. 

John R. Bartels, Jr., 
Administrator, 

Drug Enforcement Administration. 

IFR Doc.75-6893 Piled 3-13-75;8:46 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bonneville Power Administration 

DRAFT FACILITY LOCATION 
SUPPLEMENT 

Public Meeting 

Notice of a public information meet¬ 
ing Is hereby given by the Bonneville 
Power Administration to solicit public 
comments on the Draft Facility Location 
Supplement to BPA’s Fiscal Year 1976 
Program Environmental Statement cov¬ 
ering Satsop Integrating Transmission. 

The Satsop Integration Transmission 
Supplement describes the environmental 
Impact of constructing a proposed new 
substation near Satsop. Washington. 
24 miles west of Olympia. Washington; 
and the proposed construction of two 
500-kV transmission lines, one from Sat¬ 
sop to Paul Substation, approximately 20 
miles south of Olympia, and one from 
Satsop to Olympia Substation. 

The purpose of this public Information 
meeting is to present to the public, alter¬ 
native locations relative to the proposed 
facilities for Satsop Integration Trans¬ 
mission. and to solicit comments from the 
public with respect to the environmental 
impact of the proposals. 

A notice of availability of the Draft 
Facility Location Supplement for Satsop 
Integration Transmission appeared in 
the Federal Register on March 7, 1975. 
Copies of the Draft Facility Location 
Supplement describing the proposal are 
available for inspection in the library of 
the Headquarters Office of BPA. 1002 NE 
Holladay Street, Portland, Oregon 97232; 
the BPA Washington. D.C. Office in the 
Interior Building, Room 5600; and at 
the Seattle Area Office. 415 First Avenue 
N.. Room 250, Seattle, Washington 98109. 

A limited number of copies are also 
available and may be obtained by writing 
to the Environmental Office, Bonneville 
Power Administration, P.O, Box 3621. 
Portland. Oregon 97208 or to the Seattle 
Area Manager at the above address. 

The meeting covering Satsop Integrat¬ 
ing Transmission will be held on Wednes¬ 
day. April 16. 1975, 7:30 p.m., at Ever¬ 
green State College (Lecture Hall No. 5), 
in Olympia. Wasliington. Those not able 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40. NO. 51—FRIDAY, MARCH 14, 1975 








NOTICES 


11921 


to attend may submit comments by writ¬ 
ing to the Environmental Office. Bonne¬ 
ville Power Administration, Portland, at 
the address above. All written comments 
must be received by April 24, 1975, in 
order to be considered for inclusion in the 
final supplement 

Dated: March 10,1975. 

William H. Clagrtt, 
Assistant Administrator . 

(PR Doc.75-5657 Plied 3-13-75:8:45 am) 


Geological Survey 
GULF OF MEXICO AREA 

Intention To Develop an OCS Order Con¬ 
cerning Hydrogen Sulfide in Producing 
Operations 

The Geological Survey Intends to de¬ 
velop an OCS Order concerning hydro¬ 
gen sulfide (KJ8) in oil and gas well 
producing operations. Gulf of Mexico 
Area. Interested persons may submit 
written comments and suggestions con¬ 
cerning the content of this proposed Or¬ 
der to the Chief. Conservation Division, 
U.S. Geological Survey. National Center. 
Mall Stop 600. 12201 Sunrise Valley 
Drive. Res ton, Virginia 22092. on or be¬ 
fore May 1.1975. 

W. A. Raolinski. 

Acting Director . 

| PR Doc 75 5728 Plied 5-15-76;8:45 am | 


NEW MEXICO 

Known Geothermal Resources Area 

Pursuant to the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by section 21 (a) 
of the Geothermal Steam Act of 1970 
(84 Stat. 1566,1672; 30 U.S.C. 1020). and 
delegations of authority In 220 Depart¬ 
mental Manual 4.1 H, Geological Survey 
Manual 220.2.3. and Conservation Divi¬ 
sion Supplement (Oeologlcal Survey 
Manual) 220.2.1 O. the following de¬ 
scribed lands are hereby added to the 
Kilboumc Hole known geothermal re¬ 
sources area, effective Peb. 1. 1974: 

(32) New Mexico 

KtUOUlXE HOLE KNOWN GXOTHmUL 
nMothers /viia 

New Mexico Principal Meridian. New Mexico 
T. 27 S., R 1 W.. 

Sen.* 8.17. and 21. 

Tfie area described aggregates 1,920 
acres, more or less. 

Dated: MarchS. 1975. 

George H. Horn. 
Conservation Manager, 
Central Region. 

I PR Doc.75-5725 Filed 3-13-76:8:45 am) 


FLY RANCH, NEVADA 
Known Geothermal Resources Area 

Pursuant to the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by section 21 
(a) of the Geothermal Steam Act of 1970 
<84 Stat. 1566.1572. 30 UJS.C. 1020), and 
delegations of authority in 220 Depart¬ 


mental Manual 4.1 H. Geological Survey 
Manual 220.2.3, and Conservation Divi¬ 
sion Supplement (Geological Survey 
Manual) 220 2.1 O. the following de¬ 
scribed lands are hereby defined as an 
addition to the Ply Ranch Known Geo¬ 
thermal Resources Area, effective 
March 1, 1974: 

(28) Nevada 

ELY RANCH KNOWN OEOYKEEMAl RESOURCES 
AREA MT. DIABLO MERIDIAN, NEVADA 

7.33N..R 33 E. 

Sec. 1: Lota 1 through 4. 8%N%.S%: 

Sec. 2: Lota 1 through 4, S%N%. 8 %; 

Sec 11; Lota 1 through 8, NW%. S%; 

Sec. 12: Lota 1 through 10. NE%. 

T. 34 N., R 23 F. 

Sec. 0: All: 

Sec 10: Lota 1 through 12, Wft; 

Sec 15: Lota 1 through 12. W%; 

Sec. 16: All; 

Sec 22: Lot 4; 

Sec. 25: All: 

Sec 26: All; 

Sec 27: Lota 1 through 4; 

Sec 34: Lot 1; 

Sec 35: AU; 

Sec. 36: All; 

T 34 N„ R 24 8. 

Sec 6: lota 1 through 7. 8%NE%. 88% 
NW%. NK%8WV;. SE%; 

Sec. 7: Lota I and 2. NE%, K%NW%. S&: 
Sec 8: All; 

Sec 16: All; 

Sec. 17: All; 

Sec. 18: AU; 

Sec. 10: AU; 

Sec. 20: A1I; 

Sec 21: All; 

See. 29: AU; 

8ec 80: Lota 3 and 4. Nft, *%8W%. 88%; 
Sec. 31: Lota l through 4. 

Containing 15,537.38 acres, more or 
less. 

Dated: February 20.1975. 

Hillary A. Oden. 

Acting Conservation Manager . 

Western Region. 

|PR Doc.75-6727 Piled S-13-75;8:46 ami 


National Park Service 

GOLDEN GATE NATIONAL RECREATION 

AREA CITIZENS' ADVISORY COMMIS¬ 
SION 

Meeting 

Notice Is hereby given in accordance 
with the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
that a meeting of the Golden Gate Na¬ 
tional Recreation Area Advisory Com¬ 
mission will be held at 7:30 pm on Tues¬ 
day. April 8. at the Port Mason Officers' 
Club, Port Mason. San Francisco, Cali¬ 
fornia. 

The purpose of the Golden Gate Na¬ 
tional Recreation Area Advisory Com¬ 
mission is to provide for the free ex¬ 
change of ideas between the National 
Park Service and the public and to facil¬ 
itate the solicitation of advice or other 
counsel from members of the public on 
problems and programs pertinent to the 
National Park system in Marin and San 
Francisco counties. 

Members of the Advisory Commission 
are as follows: 

Mr. Prank Bocrger, Chairman. 

Mrs. Army Meyer, Secretary. 


Mr. Ernest C. Ayala. 

Mr. Richard Bartke. 

Mr. Prod Blumberg. 

Mr. Joseph Caverly. 

Mr. Lambert Lee Choy. 

Mrs. Daphne Green*. 

Mr. Peter naan, Sr. 

Mr. Joseph Mendora. 

Mm. John Mitchell. 

Mr. Merritt Robinson. 

Mr. WlJUom Thomas. 

Mr. Gene Washington. 

Dr. Edgar Way bum. 

The major item on the agenda will 
be selection of participants for interim 
use of space at Port Mason. 

This meeting will be open to tlie public. 
Any member of the public may file with 
the Commission a written statement con¬ 
cerning the matters to be discussed. 

Persons wishing further information 
concerning this meeting or who wish to 
submit wTltten statements may contact 
William J. Whalen, General Superin¬ 
tendent, Golden Gate/Point Reyes, Fort 
Mason. San Francisco, California 94123. 
telephone 415 556-2920. 

Minutes of the meeting will be avail¬ 
able for public Inspection by April 25, 
1975, in the Office of the General Super¬ 
intendent, Golden Gate National Rec¬ 
reation Area. Fhrt Mason. San Francisco. 

Dated: March 5. 1975. 

Ray C. Foust, 

Acting Superintendent , 
South Unit. 

|PR Doc.75-6778 Fllnd 3-13-76;8:45 am) 


OZARK NATIONAL SCENIC RIVERWAYS 
ADVISORY COMMISSION 

Meeting 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with Pub. L. 92-463 that a meeting of the 
Ozark National Scenic Rivcrways Advi¬ 
sory Commission will be held on Friday, 
April 11. 1975 at 10:00 am., at the 
Welch Spring Education Center, one- 
quarter mile off State Route K, 20 mites 
southwest of Salem In 8hannon County, 
Missouri. 

The Commission was established by 
Pub. L. 88 492 to meet and consult with 
the Secretary of the Interior on general 
policies and specific matters related to 
the administration and development of 
the Ozark National Scenic Rlverways. 

The members of the Commission arc as 
follows: 

Mr. William C. Schocfc, St. Louis. Missouri 

Mr. Kirby Hart. Houston, Missouri. 

Mr. Robert O. Kelley. EUinore, Missouri. 

Mr. Carlton E. Bay, 8*lem. Missouri. 

Mr. Edward Hodge. Eminence, Missouri. 

The purpose of the meeting is to con¬ 
sider the following agenda items: 

1. Progress report covering current 
problems and major activities. 

2. Status of the draft master plan and 
environmental impact statement will be 
reviewed. 

3. Review preliminary Owl's Bend de¬ 
velopment plan. 

4. Progress report on research pro¬ 
grams. 

The meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic. However, facilities and space of ac¬ 
commodating members of the public are 


FEDERAL REGISTER. VOl. 40, NO. 51—FRIDAY, MARCH 14, 1975 













11922 


NOTICES 


limited and it is expected that not more 
than 15 persons will be able to attend 
the session. Any member of the public 
may file with the Committee a written 
statement concerning the matters to be 
discussed. 

Persons wishing further information 
concerning this meeting, or who wish to 
submit written statements, may contact 
Randall R. Pope. Superintendent. Ozark 
National Scenic Rtverways at (314> 323- 
4236. Minutes of the meeting will be 
available four weeks after the meeting 
at the office of Ozarks National Scenic 
Riverways, Van Buren, Missouri 63965. 

Dated: March6,1975. 

Merrill D. Beal. 

Regional Director , 
Midwest Region. 

|FR Doc.75-6779 Filed 3-13^5:8:45 ami 


(INT FES 75-351 

Office of the Secrotary 

WILDERNESS RECOMMENDATION MOUNT 

RAINIER NATIONAL PARK. WASHING¬ 
TON 

Availability of Final Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2X0 of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969. the Department of the Interior has 
prepared a final environmental state¬ 
ment for the wilderness recommenda¬ 
tion, Mount Rainier National Park. 
Washington. 

The statement considers the recom¬ 
mendation for including 210.700 acres of 
Mount Rainier National Park in the Na¬ 
tional Wilderness Preservation System. 

Copies of the statement are available 
from or for inspection at the following 
locations: 

Pacific Northwest Region 
National Pork 8ervlce 
Fourth and Plko Building 
Seattle. Washington 98101 
Portland Field Office 
National Park Service 
920 Northeast Seventh Avenue 
Portland. Oregon 97232 
Mount Rainier National Park 
Longmire. Washington 98397 

Dated: March 3.1975. 

Stanley D. Doremus. 

Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the interion 

IFR Doc.75-6781 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 ami 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
(Marketing Agreement 1461 

PEANUTS; 1974 CROP 

Outgoing Quality Regulation; Amendment 

Pursuant to the provisions of sections 
32 and 34 of the marketing agreement 
regulating the quality of domestically 
produced peanuts heretofore entered Into 
between the Secretary of Agriculture and 
various handlers of peanuts (30 FR 9402) 
and upon recommendation of the Peanut 


Administrative Committee established 
pursuant to such agreement and other 
information, it is hereby found that the 
amendments hereinafter set forth to the 
Outgoing Quality Regulations applicable 
to 1974 Crop Peanuts <39 FR 22170. 39 
FR 30526 and 39 FR 35583) will tend to 
effectuate the objectives of the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937. 
as amended, and of such agreement. 

Amendment of paragraph (g><2> of 
the Outgoing Quality Regulation is nec¬ 
essary to provide that handlers may have 
larger sized lots of loose shelled kernels, 
fall through and pickouts inspected at 
one time. This proposal would change the 
lot size limitation from 100,000 pounds 
to 120.000 pounds except on bulk lots 
shipped in one conveying vehicle which 
would be permitted to go up to 200.000 
pounds. 

Therefore, paragraph (g)(2) of the 
Outgoing Quality Regulation (39 FR 
22170, 39 FR 30526 and 39 FR 35583) 
is amended by deleting the last sentence 
and replaced by the following: 

8uch peanuts shall be inspected by Fed¬ 
eral or Federal-Stale inspector* and a certi¬ 
fication made on each lot a» to moisture 
and foreign material content. 8uch lot size 
shall not exceed 120.000 pounds except bulk 
lots shipped in one conveying vehicle where 
the weight limitation shall not exceed 
200.000 pounds. 

Amendment of paragraph (g)(3) of 
the Outgoing Quality Regulation is nec¬ 
essary to change the fragmentation re¬ 
quirements on non-edible quality pea¬ 
nuts destined for export. The proposed 
change would not eliminate the frag¬ 
mentation requirement but would relax 
it. The relaxation is Intended to elimi¬ 
nate the caking or packing of the re- 
sultaut fragmented peanuts during the 
shipping process. 

Therefore, paragraph (g)(3) of the 
Outgoing Quality Regulation (39 FR 
22170. 39 FR 30526 and 39 FR 35583) 
is amended by deleting the third sen¬ 
tence and replaced by the following; 

The term “fragmented” means to fragment 
the shelled peanuts so that not more than 
20 percent of the kernels that remain as 
whole kernels will ride the following screens 
by type: Spanish x % inch slot: Run¬ 
ner »’*.»« x % inch slot; and Virginia *14* 
x 1 inch slot. 

The Peanut Administrative Committee 
has recommended that these amend¬ 
ments be issued as soon as possible so 
as to implement and effectuate the pro¬ 
visions of the marketing agreement 
dealing with the Outgoing Quality Regu¬ 
lations. Marketing of the 1974 peanut 
crop is well underway and such regula¬ 
tions* for actual operations under the 
agreement should therefore be modified 
and made effective as soon as possible, 
i.e., on the effective date specified herein. 
Handlers of peanuts who will be af¬ 
fected by such amendments have signed 
the marketing agreement authorizing 
the issuance of such regulations, they 
are represented on the Committee which 
recommended such amendments and 
time does not permit prior notice of the 
proposed amendments of such handlers. 


The foregoing amendments of the 
Outgoing Quality Regulations are hereby 
approved. 

Dated: March 10.1975. 

Charles R. Brader. 
Deputy Director . 
Fruit and Vegetable Division. 
(FR Doc.75-6752 Filed 8-18-75:8:45 am) 


Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation 
Service 

NATIONAL PEANUT ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Emergency Public Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463. notice Is 
hereby given of an emergency meeting 
of the National Peanut Advisory Com¬ 
mittee at 9 a.m. on March 20. 1975 in 
Room 218-A. Administration Building. 
U.S. Department of Agriculture. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

The purpose of this meeting is to pro¬ 
vide the Secretary with the advice and 
counsel of the industry on the emer¬ 
gency surplus problems associated with 
the present peanut program, owing par¬ 
tially to the unusual yield and surplus 
production situation resulting from the 
1974 crop. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Any member of the public may file a 
written statement with the committee, 
before or within one week following the 
meeting. 

The names of the members of the 
committee, agenda, summary of the 
meeting and other information pertain¬ 
ing to the meeting may be obtained 
from William Lanier. Director. Tobacco 
k Peanut Division. Room 6741-S, ASCS, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash¬ 
ington. D C. 20250. 

Signed at Washington. D.C., on March 
12. 1975. 

William Lanier, 
Executive Secretary , National 
Peanut Advisory Committee. 

(FR Doc. 75-6935 filed 8-18-75; 10:18 ami 


Farmers Home Administration 
(Notice of Designation Number A166| 

NEW MEXICO 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has 
found that a general need for agricul¬ 
tural credit exists in the following coun¬ 
ties in New Mexico as a result of the 
following natural disasters: 

De Baca: 

Drought September 1, 1973. to Auguat 25. 
1974. 

Excessive rainfall August 26 to Novem¬ 
ber 15,1974. 

Fire* caused by lightning AprU 15 to Au¬ 
gust 25, 1974. 

Eddy: 

Drought October 1. 1973, through Au¬ 
gust 20, 1974. 

Excessive rain full August 21 through De¬ 
cember 31, 1974. 

Sandoval: 

Drought January 1 to August 15, 1974. 

Freeze AprU 8, 1974. 
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Sun Miguel: 

Drought January ] to December 1, 1074. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated these areas as eligible for Emer¬ 
gency loans, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural De¬ 
velopment Act. as amended by Pub. L. 
93-237. and the provisions of 7 CPR 
1832.3<b) including the recommendation 
of Governor Jerry Apodaca that such 
designation be made. 

Applications for Emergency loans 
must be received by this Department no 
later than May 5. 1975, for physical 
losses and December 8, 1975. for produc¬ 
tion losses, except that qualified bor¬ 
rowers who receive initial loans pursuant 
to this designation may be eligible for 
subsequent loans. The urgency of the 
need for loans in the designated areas 
makes it impracticable and contrary to 
the public Interest to give advance notice 
of proposed rule making and invite pub¬ 
lic participation. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 10th 
day of March 1975. 

Prank B. Elliott, 
Ad?ninistrator. 

Farmers Home Administration. 

|PH Doc.75—6808 Piled 3-13-75:8:45 nm| 


Rural Electrification Administration 

CENTRAL LOUISIANA TELEPHONE 
COMPANY. INC. 

Proposed Loan Guarantee 

Under the authority of Pub. L. 93-32 
(87 Slat. 65) and In conformance with 
applicable agency policies and proce¬ 
dures as set forth in REA Bulletin 320- 
22. “Guarantee of Loans for Telephone 
Facilities," dated February 4. 1975. pub¬ 
lished in proposed form in the Federal 
Register, September 16. 1974. <Vol. 39 
No. 180. 39 FR 33228-33229) notice is 
hereby given that the Administrator of 
REA will consider providing a guaran¬ 
tee supported by the full faith and credit 
of the United States of America for a 
loan in the approximate amount of 
$6,225,000 to Central Louisiana Tele¬ 
phone Company, Inc., Jena. Louisiana. 
The loan funds will be used to finance 
the construction of facilities to extend 
telephone service to new subscribers, and 
improve telephone service for existing 
subscribers. 

Legally organized lending agencies 
capable of making, holding and servicing 
the loan proposed to be guaranteed may 
obtain Information and details of the 
proposed project from Mr. James F. 
Miles. Vice President, Central Louisiana 
Telephone Company, Inc., P.O. Box 5246. 
Bakersfield. California 93308. 

To assure consideration, proposals 
must be submitted (within 30 days of the 
date of this notice) to Mr. James F. 
Miles, Vice President. The right is re¬ 
served to give such consideration and 
make such evaluation or other disposi¬ 
tion of all proposals received, as Central 
Louisiana Telephone Company and REA 
deem appropriate. Prospective lenders 
are advised that It is anticipated that 
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financing for this project will be avail¬ 
able from the Federal Financing Bank 
under a standing loan commitment 
agreement with the Rural Electrification 
Administration. 

Copies of REA Bulletin 320-22 are 
available from the Director. Information 
Services Division, Rural Electrification 
Administration, US. Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 10th 
day of March 1975. 

David A. Hormil, 
Administrator, Rural 
Electrification Administration. 

1 FR Doc.75-6810 Filed 3-13-75;8:45 am| 


KENTUCKY TELEPHONE CO.. 

LONDON. KENTUCKY 

Proposed Loan Guarantee 

Under the authority of Pub. L. 93-32 
(87 Stat. 65) and in conformance with 
applicable agency policies and proce¬ 
dures as set forth in REA Bulletin 320-22, 
•'Guarantee of Loans for Telephone Fa¬ 
cilities." dated February 4. 1975. pub¬ 
lished in proposed form In the Federal 
Register. September 16. 1974, (Vol. 39 
No. 180. 39 FR 33228-332291 notice is 
hereby given that the Administrator of 
REA will consider providing a guarantee 
supported by the full faith and credit 
of the United Btates of America for a 
loan in the approximate amount of 
$5,000,000 to Kentucky Telephone Com¬ 
pany. London. Kentucky. The loan funds 
will be used to finance the construction 
of facilities to extend telephone service 
to new subscribers, and Improve tele¬ 
phone service for existing subscribers. 

Legally organized lending agencies 
capable of making, holding and servicing 
the loan proposed to be guaranteed may 
obtain information and details of the 
proposed project from Mr. W. W. 
Thomason. President, Kentucky Tele¬ 
phone Company, 719 N. Main Street, 
London. Kentucky 40471. 

To assure consideration, proposals 
must be submitted (within 30 days of 
the time of this notice) to Mr. W. W. 
Thomason. The right is reserved to give 
such consideration and make such eval¬ 
uation or other disposition of ail pro¬ 
posals received, as the Kentucky Tele¬ 
phone Company and REA deem 
appropriate. Prospective lenders are ad¬ 
vised that financing for this project Is 
available from the Federal Financing 
Bank under a standing loan commitment 
agreement with the Rural Electrifica¬ 
tion Administration. 

Copies of REA Bulletin 320-22 are 
available from the Director, Information 
Services Division, Rural Electrification 
Administration, U.S. Department of Ag¬ 
riculture, Washington, D.C. 20250. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 7 day 
of March 1975. 

David H. Askegaard. 

Administrator, Rural 
Electrification Administration. 

IFR Doc.75-6809 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am) 
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OGLETHORPE ELECTRIC MEMBERSHIP 
CORP. 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

Notice Is hereby given that the Rural 
Electrification Administration intends to 
prepare a Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement in accordance with section 
102<2> (C) of the National Environmen¬ 
tal Policy Act of 1969 in connection with 
a loan guarantee for Oglethorpe Electric 
Membership Corporation. 148 Cain 
Street, Suite 845. Atlanta. Georgia 30303, 
which will provide for participation by 
Oglethorpe Electric Membership Corpo¬ 
ration with Oeorgia Power Company in 
Joint financing and ownership of certain 
new generation facilities and related 
transmission facilities. 

The proposed generating facilities, 
known as Plant Hal Wansley Units No. 1 
and 2, consist of two coal fired units of 
approximately 865 MW each, located in 
west central Georgia at a new site and 
now under construction by Georgia 
Power Company in Heard and Carroll 
Counties approximately 47 miles south¬ 
west of Atlanta. Georgia. 

Transmission facilities for the move¬ 
ment of bulk power from Plant Wansley 
into Georgia Power Company's existing 
transmission system are being provided. 
The following transmission facilities are 
under construction by Georgia Power 
Company or are being designed for con¬ 
struction in the immediate future: 

1. A 500 kV transmission line, approxi¬ 
mately 24 miles in total length from Plant 
Wansley in a northerly direction to the 
existing Villa Rica 500/230 kV substation 
in Douglas County. Oeorgia. This line is 
under construction. 

2. A 500 kV transmission line approxi¬ 
mately 60 miles in total length from 
Plant Wansley in a southerly direction to 
the existing Fortson 500/230/115 kV sub¬ 
station in Harris County, Georgia. This 
line Is under construction. 

3. A 500 kV transmission line approxi¬ 
mately 49 miles in total length from 
Plant Womlcy to a proposed O'Hara 
500 kV substation to be located in Clay¬ 
ton County. Georgia. This line is being 
designed for 1977 completion. Transmis¬ 
sion facilities for supplying starting sta¬ 
tion service for Plant Wansley from tho 
Georgia Power Company's existing 
transmission system are also being pro¬ 
vided but are not a part of the joint 
venture. The following such transmission 
facilities have been constructed or will 
be designed and constructed in the im¬ 
mediate future: 

1. A 115 kV transmission line approxi¬ 
mately 4 miles in total length connecting 
Plant Yates, a generating station of the 
Georgia Power Company, to Plant Wans¬ 
ley station service substation. This line 
has been constructed. 

2. A 115 kV transmission line approxi¬ 
mately 8 miles In total length to connect 
from Plant Yates to Plant Wansley to 
provide a second source of start-up 
power for Plant Wansley. Tills line has 
not been designed or constructed. 

Additional information may be ob¬ 
tained at Oglethorpe's office during regu¬ 
lar business hours. 
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NOTICES 


Interested parties are Invited to sub¬ 
mit comments which may be helpful In 
preparing the Draft Environmental Im¬ 
pact Statement. 

Comments should be forwarded to the 
Assistant Administrator—Electric. Rural 
Electrification Administration, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Agriculture. Washington, 
D.C. 20250, with a copy to Oglethorpe 
Electric Membership Corporation whose 
address Is given. 

Dated at Washington. DC., this 7th 
day of March 1975. 

David H. Askegaard. 

Acting Administrator , Rural 
Electrification Administration . 

[PR Doc.75-G811 Filed 5-13-75:8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
Food and Drug Administration 

(PAP 6B30741 

E. 1. DUPONT DE NEMOURS & CO. 
Filing of Petition for Food Additive 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409 
(b)(5). 72 Stat, 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b) 
(5)), notice is given that a petition (FAP 
5B3074) has been filed by E. I. duPont de 
Nemours b Co.. Wilmington. DE 19898, 
proposing that 4 121.2625 Acrylonitrile/ 
styrene copolymer modified with butadi¬ 
ene/styrene elastomer (21 CFR 121.2625) 
be amended to: (1) Expand the permit¬ 
ted use of the copolymer, currently re¬ 
stricted to use with nonalcoholic bever¬ 
ages, to use as an article or a component 
of articles Intended to contact ail foods 
except those containing more than 8 per¬ 
cent alcohol, including use as a beer bot¬ 
tle; (2) expand the permitted composi¬ 
tion range of the acrylonitrile, butadiene, 
and styrene components of the copoly¬ 
mer. 

It has been determined that the pro¬ 
posed uses, other than as bottles intended 
to hold beer, will not have a significant 
environmental Impact. An environmental 
impact analysis report (EIAR) on the 
use of this polymer in the fabrication of 
plastic bottles intended for carbonated 
beverage and beer use was filed with the 
Food and Drug Administration In re¬ 
sponse to a notice published in the Fed- 
fral Register of September 7, 1973 (38 
FR 24391). This notice announced the 
requirement of submission of ELARs for 
substances used or intended for use in the 
fabrication of plastic bottles for carbon¬ 
ated beverage and beer use. The EIAR 
for this petition and others submitted in 
response to this notice are being reviewed 
for issuance of a Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement. The environmental 
Impact analysis report may be seen in 
the office of the Assistant Commissioner 
for Public Affairs, Rm. 15B-42 or the of¬ 
fice of the Hearing Clerk. Food and Drug 
Administration, Rm. 4-65. 5600 FLshcrs 


Lane. Rockville, MD 20852, during work¬ 
ing hours. Monday through Friday. 

Dated. March 6, 1975. 

Howard R. Roberts, 

Acting Director, 
Bureau of Foods. 
[FR Doc.75 6734 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 ami 


National Institutes of Health 

BIOMEDICAL LIBRARY REVIEW 
COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Bio¬ 
medical Library Review Committee. Na¬ 
tional Library of Medicine, on May 6-8. 
1975, from 9 am. to 5 pm. on May 6, 
from 8:30 am. to 5 pm. on May 7, and 
from 8:30 am. to adjournment on 
May 8. In the Board Room of the Na¬ 
tional Library of Medicine. 8600 Rock¬ 
ville Pike, Bethesda, Maryland. 

This meeting will be open to the pub¬ 
lic from 9 am. to 5 pm. on May 6 for 
the discussion of administrative reports 
and program developments. Attendance 
by the public will be limited to space 
available. In accordance with provisions 
set forth in sections 552(b) (4). 552(b) (5) 
and 552(b)(6). Title 5. UJS. Code and 
section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463. the 
meeting will be closed to the public on 
May 7 from 8:30 a.m. to 5 pm. and from 
8:30 am. to adjournment on May 8. for 
the review, discussion, and evaluation of 
individual initial pending and renewal 
grant applications. The closed portion 
of the meeting involves solely the in¬ 
ternal expression of views and judg¬ 
ments of committee members on in¬ 
dividual grant applications which con¬ 
tain information of a proprietary or 
confidential nuture. including detailed 
research protocols, designs, and other 
technical information; financial data, 
such as salaries; and personal informa¬ 
tion concerning individuals associated 
with the applications. 

Dr. Roger W. Dahlen, Executive Secre¬ 
tary of the Committee, and Chief. Divi¬ 
sion of Biomedical Information Supi>ort. 
Extramural Programs. National Library 
of Medicine. 8600 Rockville Pike. Beth¬ 
esda. Maryland 20014. Telephone Num¬ 
ber: 301—496-4191, wiQ furnish sum¬ 
maries of the meeting, rosters of com¬ 
mittee members, and other information 
pertaining to the meeting. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram Nos. 13348. 13.349, 13351, 13352, 

13.353—National Institutes of Health) 

Dated: March7.1975. 

Suzanxe L. Fuemeau, 
Committee Management Officer , 
National Institutes of Health . 

[FR Doc.75-6720 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 ami 


CANCER CLINICAL INVESTIGATION RE¬ 
VIEW COMMITTEE AND CLINICAL CAN¬ 
CER EDUCATION COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meetings of commit¬ 
tees advisory to the National Cancer 
Institute. 

These meetings will be open to the pub¬ 
lic to discuss administrative details or 
other issues relating to committee busi¬ 
ness as indicated in the notice. Attend¬ 
ance by the public will be limited to space 
available. Some of these meetings will be 
closed as indicated below in accordance 
with the provisions set forth In sections 
552(b)(4). 552'b»(5) and 552(b)(6) of 
Title 5, U.S. Code and section 10(d) of 
Pub. L. 92-463, for the review, discussion 
and evaluation of individual initial pend¬ 
ing. supplemental, and renewal grant 
applications. The closed portions of the 
meetings involve solely the internal ex¬ 
pression of views and Judgments of com¬ 
mittee members on individual grant ap¬ 
plications which contain information of 
a proprietary or confidential nature, in¬ 
cluding detailed research protocols, de¬ 
signs. and other technical information; 
financial data, such as salaries: and per¬ 
sonal information concerning individuals 
associated with the applications. 

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early. Committee 
Management Officer. NCI, Building 31. 
Room 3A16. National Institutes of 
Health. Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301/ 
496-5708) will furnish summaries of the 
meetings and rosters of committee mem¬ 
bers upon request. Substantive program 
Information can be obtained from the 
Executive Secretary Indicated. Meetings 
are at the National Institutes of Health. 
9000 Rockville Pike, Bethesda. Maryland 
20014 unless otherwise stated. 

Name of committee: Cancer Clinical Investi¬ 
gation Review Commit toe 
Dates: April 21-23. 1975. 8:30 am. 

Place: Linden Hill Hotel. Terrace Room. 5400 
Foots Hill Road. Bet heads. Maryland. 
Times: 

Open: April 21. 8:30 am. 12:30 pm. 
Closed: April 21. 1:30 pm.-5 pm. 

Open: April 22. 8:30 am.-12:30 pm. 

Closed: April 22, 1:30 p m.-8 p m. 

Closed: April 23. 8:30 am.-ad)oumroent. 
Closure reaeon: To Review Research Grant 
Application*. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. John E. Lane. 
Address: Westwood Building. Room: 803. 

National Institutes or Health. 

Phone: 301/496-7903. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Number 13.314) 

Name of oommlttee: Clinical Cancer Educa¬ 
tion Committee. 

Dates: April 30-May I. 1975. 6:30 am. 

Place: Building 31A Room: Conference Room 
4. National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 30. 8:30 a m.-10:00 am. 
Closed: April 30. 10 am.-5:00 pm. 

Closed: May 1, 8:30 am.-adjournment. 
Closure reason: To Review Research Grant 
Applications. 
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Executive Secretary: Dr. Margaret Edward* 
Address; Westwood Building Room: J0A07, 
National Institutes of Health. 

Phono: 301/4D6-7763. 

(Catalog of Federal Dome*tic Assistance 
number 13.314) 

Dated: March 7. 1975. 

SUZAKXK L. FRCMEAU. 
Committee Management Officer . 
National Institutes of Health. 
(PR Doc 75-6721 Filed 3 13 75:8:45 am) 


CANCER CONTROL INTERVENTION 
PROGRAMS REVIEW COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463. notice Is 
hereby given of the meetings of commit¬ 
tees advisory to the National Cancer In¬ 
stitute. 

These meetings will be open to the 
public to discuss administrative details 
or other Issues relating to committee 
business as indicated In the notice. At¬ 
tendance by the public will be limited to 
space available. Some of these meetings 
will be closed ns indicated below in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions set forth in 
sections 552(b)(4) and 552(h)(6) of 
Title 5, UJS. Code and section 10(d) of 
Pub. L. 92-463 for the review, discussion 
and evaluation of individual research 
contract proposals as indicated. The pro¬ 
posals contain information of a propri¬ 
etary or confidential nature, including 
detailed research protocols, designs, and 
other technical Information; financial 
data, such as salaries; and personal in¬ 
formation concerning individuals asso¬ 
ciated with the proposals. 

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early. Committee 
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31. 
Room 3A16, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda. Maryland 20014 (301/ 
490-57081 will furnish summaries of the 
meetings and rosters of committee mem¬ 
bers upon request. Substantive program 
information can be obtained from the 
Executive Secretary indicated. Meetings 
are at the National Institutes of Health, 
9000 Hookville Pike. Bethesda, Maryland 
20014 unless otherwise stated. 

Nam* of committee: Cancer Control Inter¬ 
vention Programs Review Committee. 

Da ten: April 1-2. 1976, 8:80 am 

Place: Building 31C. Room: Conference 
Room 7. National Institutes of Heal tin 

Times: 

Open: April 1,8:80 am —0:00 am. 

Closed: April 1,9am.—5pm. 

Closed: April 2, 8:30 am.—adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. Veronica L. 
Conley. Address: Blair Building Room: 7A01, 
National Institutes of Health. Phone: 301/ 
427-7943. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 13 825. 

Name or committee: Cancer Clinical In¬ 
vestigation Review Committee. 

Dates: April 3, 1978. 8:30 lol 

Place: Building 31A. Room: Conference 
Room 1QA34, National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

open for the Entire Meeting. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. John E. lane. Ad¬ 
dress: Westwood Building Room: 803. Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health. Phone: 301/496- 
7903. 


Name of committee: Breast Cancer Experi¬ 
mental Biology Committee. 

Dates: April 8-4,1975. 8:30 a m. 

Place: Building 31 A. Room: Conference 
Room 4, National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 3. 8:30 am.-9:00 am. 

Closed: April 3. 9 a m.-5 p.m. 

Closed: April 4. 8:30 am.-2 pm. 

Open: April 4, 2 p.m-adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary Dr. D. Jane Taylor. 
Address: Landow Building. Room: A404. Na¬ 
tional Institutes or Health. Phone: 301/496- 
6718. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 13825. 

Nome of committee: Breast Cancer Treat¬ 
ment Committee. 

Dates: April 4,1975, 9:00 a.m. 

Place: Building 31C. Room: Conference 
Room 9. National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 4. 9 am-10:30 a m. 

Closed: April 4. 10:30 a.m.-adjournment 

Agenda 'open portion: General discussion 
of program scientific session on predictivs 
biological and biochemical studies. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. Mary E. Sears. Ad¬ 
dress: Landow Building. Room: A416. Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health. Phone: 901/496- 
6773. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 13826. 

Name of committee: Board of Scientific 
Counselors. Division of Cancer Treatment. 

Dates: April 7-8. 1975. 9 un. 

Place: Building 31C. Room: Conference 
Room 6, National Institutes of Health. 

Times: Open for the Entire Meeting. 

Agenda: To discuss national cancer pro¬ 
gram responsibilities of the Division of 
Cancer Treatment in lung cancer and to dis¬ 
cuss contract review procedures and peer 
review of contracts. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. Vincent T. De- 
Vita, Jr. Address: Building 31 Room: 3A52, 
National Institutes of Health, rhotie: 301/ 
496-4291. 

Name of committee: Biometry and Epi¬ 
demiology Contract Review Committee. 

Dates: April 8-9. 1975. 7:80 p m. 

Place: Landow Bulldtng. Room: Confer¬ 
ence Room C418. National Institutes of 
Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 8. 7:30 pm-10:30 pm. 

Closed: April 9. 9 am adjournment 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Mr. Harvey Gelier. 
Address: Lnndow Building. Room: C519. Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health. Phone: 301/496- 
6014. m 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 13.825. 

Name of committee: Committee on Cancer 
Immunotherapy. 

Dates: April 10. 1975. \ pm. 

Place: Building 10. Room: Conference 
Room 4B17. National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 10, 1 p.m-1:30 p m. 

Closed: April 10.1:30 pm.-adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. Dorothy Wind¬ 
ham Address: Building 10. Room: 4B17, Na¬ 
tional Institute* of Health. Phone: 301/496- 
1791. 

Catalog of Foderol Domestic Assistance 
number 13 825. 

Name of committee: Virus Cancer Pro¬ 


gram Scientific Review Committee B. 

Dates: April 16-17, 1975,9 am. 

Place: Building 486. Room: Conference 
Room, National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 16, 9 am.-9:30 am. 

Closed: April 16, 9;30 a m -5:00 pm. 

Closed: April 17, 9 a m.-ad Joumment, 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretory: Dr. Elke Jordan. Ad¬ 
dress: Building 37. Room: tAOl, National 
Institutes of Health. Phone 301/496-6927. 

Catalog of Federal DomesUc Assistance 
number 13825. 

Name of committee: Cancer Control Com¬ 
munity Activities Review Committee Meet¬ 
ing. 

Dates: April 17. 1975. 8:30 s.m. 

Race: Building 31C Room: Conference 
Room 7. National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 17, 8:30 am.-O am. 

Closed: April 17, 9 a m-adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary; Dr Veronica L. Con¬ 
ley. Address: Blair Building Room: 7A01. 
National Institutes of Health. Phone: 301/ 
427-7943. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic A&ilstance 
number 13825. 

Nome of committee: Cancer Control Sup¬ 
portive Services Review Committee. 

Dates: April 18. 1975. 8:30 am. 

Place: Building 31C. Room: Conference 
Room 7. National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 18. 8:30 am.-9 am. 

Closed: April 18, 9 a m.-adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. Veronica L. Con¬ 
ley. Address: Blair Building. Room: 7A01. Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health. Phone: 301/427- 
7943. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 13.825. 

Name of Committee: Virus Cancer Program 
Scientific Review Committee A. 

Dates: April 18. 1975. 9 am. 

Place: Building 37. Room: Conference 
Room IB04. National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 18. 9 am.-O:30 am. 

Closed: April 18. 9 30 am.-adjoumment. 

Closure Reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretory: Dr. Elke Jordan. Ad¬ 
dress: Building 37. Room: 1A01. National In¬ 
stitutes or Health. Phone: 301 496-6927. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 13.825. 

Name of committee: Cancer Control Inter¬ 
vention Programs Review Committee. 

Dates: April 21-22. 1975. 8:30 am. 

Place: Sheraton-Silver Spring Motor Hotel, 
8727 Colesville Rood, Silver Spring. Maryland. 

Times: 

Open: April 21. 8:30 a.m.-0 am. 

Closed: April 21.9 a.m.-5 pm. 

Closed: April 22. 8:90 am.-adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. Veronica L. Con¬ 
ley. Address: Blair Building. Room: 7A01. 
National Institutes of Health. Phone: 301/ 
427 7043. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 

number 13.825. 

Name of committee- Carcinogen eels Pro¬ 
gram Scientific Review Committee A. 

Dates: April 21-22. 1976. 9 am. 

Place: Landow Building. Room: Conference 
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Hoorn C418, National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 21. 0 a m -12 noon. 

Closed: April 21, 1:30 p.m-6 p.m. 

Closed: April 22. 0 a m.-Adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretory: Dr. Allen H. Heim. Ad¬ 
dress : L&ndow Building. Room: A30G. Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health. Phone: 301 /4£HJ- 
1881. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 13 823. 

Name of oommlttce: Carcinogenesis Pro¬ 
gram Scientific Review Committee B. 

Dates: April 21-22. 1975. 9 am. 

Place: Landow Building Room: Confer¬ 
ence Room C418. National Institutes of 
Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 21. 0 a m.-12 pm. 

Closed: April 21. 1:30 prn -5 pm. 

Closed: April 22. 9 am.-adjournment. 

Closure Reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. Marcia D. Lttwock. 
Address: Landaw Building. Room: A306. 
National Institutes of Health. Phone: 301/ 
490-6988. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 13.820. 

Name of committee: Carcinogenesis Pro¬ 
gram Scientific Review Committee C. 

Dates: April 21-22. 1975. 9 am. 

Place: Landow Building. Room: Confer¬ 
ence Room C418, National Institutes of 
Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 21. 9 a.m.-12 p.m. 

Closed: April 21. 1:30 p ro -6 pm. 

Closed: April 22. 9 a.m.- adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. James M. Son tag. 
Address: Landow Building. Room: A308, Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health. Phone: 301/496- 
5471. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 13.826. 

Name of committee: Committee on Cancer 
J mmunotherapy. 

Dates: April 24. 1975. 1 pm. 

Place: Building 10. Room: 4B17. National 
Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 24. 1 p.m.-l :30 pm. 

Closed: April 24. 1:30 p.m.-adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. Dorothy Wind- 
Pom. Address: Building 10. Room: 4B17, 
National Institutes of Health. Phone: 301/ 
498-1791. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
J timber 13 825. 

Name of committee: Virus Cancer Program 
Scientific Review Committee A. 

Dates: April 24-26. 1975. 9 a m. 

Place: Landow Building. Room: Con¬ 
ference Room C418. National Institutes of 
Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 24. 0 am.-10 am. 

Closed: April 24, 10 am.-5 pm. 

Closed: April 25, 9 am.-adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con- 
1 ract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. Elks Jordan. Ad¬ 
dress: Building 37. Room: 1A01, National 
Institutes of Health. Phone: 301 408-8027. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
l lumber 13.825. 

Name of committee: Committee on Cancer 
Hnmunobiology, 


Date: April 28.1976, 2 pm. 

Place: Building 10. Room: Conference 
Room 4B17, National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 28. 2 pm.-2:30 pm. 

Closed: April 28. 2:30-adjournment 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Ms. Judith M. Mag- 
notto. Address: Building 10. Room: 4B17, 
National Institutes of Health. Phone: 301/ 
498-1791. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 13.826. 

Name of committee: Cancer Control Com¬ 
munity Activities Review Committee. 

Dates: April 28-29. 1976. 8:30 am. 

Place: Building 31C. Room: Conference 
Room 7, National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 28, 8:30 am.-D am. 

Closed: April 28.9 am.-5 pm. 

Closed; April 29. 8:30 am-adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. Veronica L Con¬ 
ley. Address: Blair Building. Room: 7A01, 
National Institutes of Health. Phone: 301/ 
427-7943. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 13.825. 

Name of committee: Cancer Control Sup¬ 
portive Services Review Committee. 

Dates: April 29. 1975, 8:30 am. 

Place: Building 31 A. Room: Conference 
Room 4, National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 29. 8:30 a.m.-9 a.m. 

Closed: April 29.9 am.-adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract proposals. 

Executive Secretary: Dr. Veronica L. Con¬ 
ley. Address: Blair Building. Room: 7A01, 
National Institutes of Health. Phone: 301- 
427-7943. 

7943. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 18 825. 

Name of Committee: Diagnostic Research 
Advisory Group. 

Da tea: April 29. 1975. 8:30 am. 

Place: Building 31B. Room: Conference 
Room 5. National Institutes of Health. 

Times: 

Open: April 29. 8:30 a.m.-10:30a.m. 

Closed: April 29. 10:30 am.-adjournment. 

Closure reason: To Review Research Con¬ 
tract Proposal a. 

Executive Secretary: Mr. Louis P. Green¬ 
berg Address: Building 31. Room: 3AI0, Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health. Phone: 301-496- 
1591. 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
number 13825. 

Dated: March 7,1975. 

Suzanne L. Freneau, 
Committee Management Officer. 
National Institutes of Health. 

|FR Doc 75-0717 Filed 3-18-75,8:45 am) 


CANCER CONTROL SUPPORTIVE 
SERVICES REVIEW COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463. notice la 
hereby given of the meeting of the Can¬ 
cer Control Supportive Services Review 
Committee, National Cancer Institute. 
April 10-11, 1975, National Instituted of 
Health. Landow Building, Conference 
Room 418C. 


Tills meeting will be open to the public 
on April 10, 1975, from 8:30 a.m. to 9 
a.m. for opening statements by the staff. 
Attendance by the public will be limited 
to space available. In accordance with 
the provisions set forth in sections 552 
(b)(4) and 552(b) (6), Title 5. U.S. Code 
and section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the 
meeting will be closed to the public on 
April 10. 1975, from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. and 
on April 11, 1975, from 8:30 &.m. to ad¬ 
journment for the review, discussion, and 
evaluation of individual contract pro¬ 
posals. The proposals contain informa¬ 
tion of a proprietary or confidential na¬ 
ture, including detailed research proto¬ 
cols, designs, and other technical Infor¬ 
mation: financial data, such as salaries; 
and personal Information concerning 
individuals associated w ith the proposals. 

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31. 
Room 3A16. .National Institutes of 
Health. Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301/ 
498-5708) will furnish summaries of 
meetings and rosters of committee mem¬ 
bers. 

Dr. Veronica L. Conley. Executive Sec¬ 
retary. Blair Building. Room 7A01, Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20014 (301/427-7943) will fur¬ 
nish substantive program information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No, 13 825. National Inatltutes of 
Health) 

Dated: March 7.1975. 

Suzanne L. Fremeau. 

Committee Management Officer . 

National Institutes of Health. 

|PR Doc.75-8725 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am) 


EPILEPSY ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Epi¬ 
lepsy Advisory Committee. National In¬ 
stitute of Neurological Diseases and 
Stroke. May 20. 1975, Room 8. Build¬ 
ing 31. National Institutes of Health. 

The entire meeting will be open to the 
public from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. to discuss re¬ 
search progress and research plans re¬ 
lated to the Institute's epilepsy program. 
Attendance by the public will be limited 
to space available. 

Dr. J. Kiffin Penry. Chief, Applied 
Neurologic Research Branch, C&FR. 
NINDS (Federal Building, Room 114), 
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Md. 20014; telephone 301/496-6691; will 
provide summaries of the meeting, 
rosters of the committee members, and 
substantive program information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13356, National Institutes of 
Health) 

Dated: March 7.1975. 

Suzanne L. Fremeau, 
Committee Management Officer. 

National Institutes of Health. 

|FR Doe.75-6722 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am) 
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NEUROLOGICAL DISORDERS PROGRAM 
PROJECT REVIEW A COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice Is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Neurological Disorders Program-Project 
Review A Committee, National Institute 
of Neurological Diseases and Stroke, Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health, May 3-4. 
1975, at 9. in the Americana of Bal Har¬ 
bour, Westwood A Room. 9701 Collins 
Avenue. Bal Harbour, Florida 33154. 

This meeting will be open to the public 
from 9 a m. until 10 ajn. on May 3rd, to 
discuss program planning and program 
accomplishments. Attendance by the 
public will be limited to space available. 
In accordance with the provisions set 
forth In sections 552(b) <4), 552(b) (5> 
and 552(b) <6>. Title 5. U.S. Code and 
section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the meet¬ 
ing will be closed to the public on 
May 3rd. from 10 a.m. to adjournment 
on May 4th, for the review, discussion 
and evaluation of individual initial pend¬ 
ing and renewal grant applications. The 
closed portion of the meeting Involves 
solely the Internal expression of views 
and judgments of committee members on 
Individual grant applications which con¬ 
tain information of a proprietary or con¬ 
fidential nature. Including detailed re¬ 
search protocols, designs, and other tech¬ 
nical information; financial data, such 
as salaries; and personal information 
concerning individuals associated with 
the applications. 

Mrs. Ruth Dudley. Institute Informa¬ 
tion Officer, Bldg. 31. Room 8A03. Be¬ 
thesda, Maryland 20014, (301) 496-5751, 
will provide summaries of the meeting 
and rosters of committee members. 

Dr. Leon J. Oreenbaum, Jr.. Executive 
Secretary, Westwood Bldg.. Room 7A16A. 
Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301) 496- 
7966, will furnish substantive program 
information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.859. National Institute* of 
HeAlth) 

Dated: March 7,1975. 

Suzanne L. FantEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health . 

(Fit Doc.75-6723 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am) 


NEUROLOGICAL DISORDERS PROGRAM- 
PROJECT REVIEW B COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Neu¬ 
rological Disorders Program—Project 
Review B Committee. National Institute 
of Neurological Diseases and 8troke, Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health, May 3-4,1975. 
at 9. In the Americana of Bal Harbour, 
Westwood B Room, 9701 Collins Avenue, 
Bal Harbour. Florida 33154. 

This meeting will be open to the public 
from 9 a.m. until 10 ajn. on May 3rd, to 
discuss program planning and program 
accomplishments. Attendance by the 
public will be limited to space available. 


In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in sections 552(b)(4), 552(b)(5) 
and 552(b)(6). TiUe 5, U.S. Code and 
section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463. the 
meeting will be closed to the public on 
May 3rd. from 10 ajn. to adjournment 
on May 4th. for the review, discussion 
and evaluation of individual initial 
pending and renewal grant applications. 
The closed portion of the meeting in¬ 
volves solely the internal expression of 
views and judgments of committee mem¬ 
bers on Individual grant applications 
which contain information of a proprie¬ 
tary or confidential nature, including de¬ 
tailed research protocols, designs, and 
other technical information; financial 
data, such as salaries; and personal in¬ 
formation concerning individuals asso¬ 
ciated with the applications. 

Mrs. Ruth Dudley, Institute Informa¬ 
tion Officer. Bldg. 31, Room 8A03. Be¬ 
thesda. Maryland 20014, (301 > 496-5751, 
will provide summaries of the meeting 
and rosters of committee members. 

Dr. G. Lawrence Fisher. Executive 
Secretary, Westwood Bldg.. Room 7A03B. 
Bethesda, Maryland 20014. (301) 496- 
7967, will furnish substantive program 
information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic AanUtance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13853. National Institute* of 
Health) 

Dated: March 7,1975. 

SUZANNE L. FREMF.aU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 

|FR Doc 76 6724 Filed 3-13-75;8:45 ami 


PHARMACOLOGY-TOXICOLOGY 
RESEARCH PROGRAM COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Pharmacology - Toxicology Research 
Program Committee, National Institute 
of General Medical Sciences, April 26- 
29, 1975, Holiday Inn. 5520 Wisconsin 
Avenue, Chevy Chase, Maryland. 

This meeting will be open to the public 
on April 28 from 9 a.m. to 10:30 a.m. for 
opening remarks and discussion of ob¬ 
jectives and accomplishments of the 
program and revision of program guide¬ 
lines. Attendance by the public will be 
limited to space available. 

In accordance with the provisions set 
forth in sections 552(b) (4>. 552(b)(5), 
and 552(b)(6), Title 5. U.S. Code and 
section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the meet¬ 
ing will be closed to the public on April 
26-27 from 9 ajn. to 5 p.m.. April 28 
from 10:30 a.m. to 5 p.m.. and April 29 
from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. for the review, dis¬ 
cussion and evaluation of initial pend¬ 
ing. supplemental, and renewal grant 
applications. The closed portion of the 
meeting involves solely the Internal ex¬ 
pression of view’s and judgments of com¬ 
mittee members on individual grant ap¬ 
plications which contain information of 
a proprietary or confidential nature, in¬ 
cluding detailed research protocols, de¬ 
signs. and other technical information; 


financial data such as salaries; and per¬ 
sonal information concerning individ¬ 
uals associated with the applications. 

Mr. Paul Doming, Research Reports 
Officer. NIOMS. Building 31. Room 
4A46, Bethesda. Maryland 20014, Tele¬ 
phone: 301-496-5676, will provide a 
summary of the meeting and a roster of 
committee members. 

Substantive program information 
may be obtained from Dr. Raymond E 
Bahor. Executive Secretary. Westwood 
Building. Room 9A03, Bethesda. Mary¬ 
land 20014, Telephone: 301-496-7707. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram 13-859, Pharmacology-Toxicology Pro¬ 
gram, National Institute of Ocnerol Medical 
Science*. National Institutes of Health) 

Dnted: March 7.1975. 

Suzanne L. Fremeau, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 

| FR Doc.75-6718 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am | 


VISION RESEARCH PROGRAM 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463. notice Is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Vision 
Research Program Committee. National 
Eye Institute on May 2-4. 1975. at the 
St. Armand Inn. 700 Ben Franklin Drive. 
Sarasota, Florida. 33577. 

This meeting will be open to the public 
from 6:30 p.m, to 7:30 p.m. on May 2nd, 
for discussion of guidelines for review of 
the Academic Investigator Awards and 
the institutional fellowship applications 
and for the Institute’s Administrative 
Report. Attendance by the public will be 
limited to Space available. 

In accordance with the provisions set 
forth In sections 552(b)(4), 552(b)(5), 
and 552(b)(6), Title 5. U.S. Code, and 
section 10<d> of Pub. L. 92-463. the meet¬ 
ing will be closed to the public on May 2 
from 7:30 p.m. to adjournment on May 4. 
for the review, discussion, and evaluation 
of Individual initial pending supplemen¬ 
tal and renewal grant applications. The 
closed portion of the meeting involves 
solely the internal expression of views 
and judgments of committee members on 
individual grant applications which con¬ 
tain information of a proprietary or con¬ 
fidential nature, including detailed re¬ 
search protocols, designs, find other tech¬ 
nical information; financial data, such as 
salaries and personal information con¬ 
cerning individuals associated with the 
applications. 

Mr. Julian Morris. Information Officer. 
National Eye Institute. National Insti¬ 
tutes of Health. Bethesda, Maryland 
20014. Building 31. room 6A27, telephone 
(301) 496-5248, will furnish summaries 
of the meeting and rosters of committee 
members. 

Substantive program information may 
be obtained from Dr. Wilfard L. Nusser. 
Chief, Scientific Programs Branch, Ex¬ 
tramural and Collaborative Programs, 
National Eye Institute, National Insti¬ 
tutes of Health. Bethesda, Maryland 
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20014. Building 31. room 6A49, telephone 
(301) 496-5303. 

(Catalog of Federal Domes tie Aaulfitonce 
Program No. 13661. National Institutes of 
Health) 

Dated: March 7, 1975. 

SUZANNE L. Fhemeau, 
Committee Management Officer . 
National Institutes of Health . 
[FR Doc 75-6719 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am] 


CLINICAL TRIALS REVIEW COMMITTEE 
Amended Meeting 

Notice Ls hereby given of changes in the 
meeting of the Clinical Trials Review 
Committee. National Heart and Lung 
Institute. National Institutes of Health, 
which was published in the Federal 
Register on February 21. 1975 (40 FR 
7698) to meet on April 1-2. 1975. Build¬ 
ing 31. Conference Room 2. The date and 
place of meeting have been changed to 
March 31. April 1-2. 1975, Holiday Inn. 
Lobby Room, 5520 Wisconsin Avenue, 
Chevy Chase. Maryland. The meeting will 
be open to the public from 8:30 p.m. to 
10 p.m. on March 31 to discuss an ad¬ 
ministrative report. Attendance by the 
public will be limited to space available. 

In addition to the review, discussion 
and evaluation of contract proposals 
mentioned In the Federal Register no¬ 
tice of February 21, the committee will 
also review grant applications. In ac¬ 
cordance with provisions set forth in sec¬ 
tions 552<b»(4), 552(b)(5) and 552(b) 
(6). Title 5. U.S. Code and section 10(d) 
of Pub. L. 92-463. the meeting will be 
closed to the public from 8:30 a.m. on 
April 1 to adjournment on April 2 for the 
review, discussion and evaluation of in¬ 
dividual initial pending and renewal 
grant applications. The closed portion of 
the meeting involves solely the Internal 
expression of views and Judgments of 
committee members on individual grant 
applications containing detailed research 
protocols, designs, and other technical 
information; financial data, such as sal¬ 
aries; and personal information concern¬ 
ing Individuals associated with the appli¬ 
cations. The April 1-2 closed portion of 
the meeting will be held in NUI confer¬ 
ence space. 

Mr. York Onnen, Chief. Public In¬ 
quiries and Reports Branch. National 
Heart and Lung Institute. Building 31. 
Room 5A21, phone (301) 496-4236. will 
provide summaries of the meeting and 
rosters of the committee members. 
Dr. Samuel M. Schwartz, Associate Di¬ 
rector for Review. Division of Extra¬ 
mural Affairs. NHLI. Westwood Building. 
Room 655A, phone (301) 496-7351 will 
furnish substantive program informa¬ 
tion. 

(Catalog of Federal Assistance Program No. 
13.637, National Institutes of Healtb) 

Dated: March 10, 1975. 

8UZANNE L. FRTMF.au, 
Committee Management Officer . 

National Institutes of Health . 

|KR Doc.76-6680 Piled 3-13-75:8:45 am] 


Office of the Assistant Secretary for Health 

PRESIDENTS BIOMEDICAL RESEARCH 
PANEL 

Meeting 

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463. notice Is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Presi¬ 
dent's Biomedical Research Panel on 
March 31 and April 1, 1975, In Confer¬ 
ence Room 10. Building 31C. National 
Institutes of Health. 9000 Rockville Pike. 
Bethesda. Maryland. 

The entire meeting will be open to the 
public from 9 ajn. to 5 pjn. on both 
March 31 and April 1, 1975. The agenda 
includes a survey and briefing regarding 
programs of the National Institutes of 
Health and the Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administration. A review 
will also be undertaken of data relating 
to the national support of health re¬ 
search, and of the impact on the opera¬ 
tion of the National Institutes of Health, 
of the Wooldridge Committee Report, 
"Biomedical Science and Its Adminis¬ 
tration," of February 1965. 

Attendance by the public will be lim¬ 
ited to space available. Members of the 
public who wish to participate in this 
meeting must file a written request with 
the Executive Director 15 days before 
the date of the meeting, giving the name 
and address of the person to be con¬ 
tacted, and summarizing the nature of 
the proposed participation. 

All requests for information. Including 
the roster of the Panel members should 
be directed to Ms. Anne Ballard (301- 
496-7536). Room 125, Westwood Build¬ 
ing, 9000 Rockville Pike, Bethcsda, 
Maryland 20014. 

Substantive program information will 
be provided by Dr. Charles U. Lowe, Ex¬ 
ecutive Director of the Panel <301-496- 
5035). Building 31B. Room 48-59, 9000 
Rockville Pike. Bethesda, Maryland 
20014. 

Dated: March 5.1975. 

C. U. Lowe. 

Executive Director . 

JFB Doc.76-6756 Filed 3-13-75:6:45 *m| 


Office of Education 
CAREER EDUCATION PROGRAM 
Proposed Funding Criteria 

Pursuant to the authority contained in 
section 406(f)(1) of the Education 
Amendments of 1974. Pub. L. 93-380 (20 
UB.C. 1865(f) (1)), the Commissioner of 
Education, with the approval of the Sec¬ 
retary of Health.-Education, and Wel¬ 
fare. proposes to establish the following 
funding criteria for the Career Educa¬ 
tion Program. 

1. Program purpose. Paragraph f (1) of 
section 406, title IV. Pub. L. 93-380 au¬ 
thorizes the Commissioner of Education 
to make grants to State and local edu¬ 
cational agencies, institutions of higher 
education, and other nonprofit agencies 
and organizations to demonstrate the 
most effective methods and techniques 
in career education and to develop ex¬ 
emplary career education models (in¬ 
cluding models In which handicapped 


children receive appropriate career edu¬ 
cation either by participation to regular 
or modified programs with nonhandi¬ 
capped children or where necessary in 
specially designed programs for handi¬ 
capped children whose handicaps are of 
such severity that they cannot benefit 
from regular or modified programs). 
Funds which are appropriated pursuant 
to this authority to carry out the Career 
Education Program will be utilized to 
make grants to eligible applicants for 
the purpose of improving the implemen¬ 
tation of career education within the 
United States. Orants will be awarded 
for any one of the following purposes: 

(1) Activities designed to effect incre¬ 
mental improvements to K-12 career 
education through one or a series of ex¬ 
emplary projects; 

(2) Activities designed to demonstrate 
the most effective methods and tech¬ 
niques in career education to such set¬ 
tings as the senior high school, the com¬ 
munity college, or In Institutions of 
higher education; 

(3) Activities designed to demonstrate 
the most effective methods and tech¬ 
niques to career education for such spe¬ 
cial segments of the population as 
handicapped, minority, low income, or 
female youth: 

(4) Activities designed to demonstrate 
the most effective methods and tech¬ 
niques for the training and retraining 
of persons for conducting career educa¬ 
tion programs; and 

(5) Activities designed to communi¬ 
cate career education philosophy, meth¬ 
ods. program activities, and evaluation 
results to career education practitioners 
and to the general public. 

2. Citations of legal authority. As re¬ 
quired by section 431 (a) of the General 
Education Provisions Act (20 UB.C. 1232 
(a)). a citation of statutory or other legal 
authority for each section of the funding 
criteria has been placed to parentheses 
on the line following the text of the sec¬ 
tion. 

On occasion, a citation appears at the 
end of a subdivision of the section. In 
that case, the citation applies to all that 
appears to that section between the ci¬ 
tation and the next preceding citation. 
When the citation appears only at the 
end of the section it applies to the entire 
section. 

3. General provisions regulations . The 
proposed funding criteria do not contain 
provisions relating to general fiscal and 
administrative matters. Requirements of 
this nature are covered by the Office of 
Education General Provisions Regula¬ 
tions (38 FR 30654. November 6, 1973). 
(Reference is made to particular to 45 
CFR Part 100a, which contains general 
provisions for discretionary programs, 
including the Career Education Pro¬ 
gram.) 

4. Written comments. Interested per¬ 
sons are invited to submit written com¬ 
ments, suggestions, or objections regard¬ 
ing the proposed funding criteria to the 
Office of Career Education, UB. Office of 
Education, 7th and D Streets. 8W , Room 
3100, Regional Office Building Three, 
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Washington. D.C. 20202. Comments re¬ 
ceived in response to these funding cri¬ 
teria will be available for public inspec¬ 
tion at the above office on Mondays 
through Fridays of each week between 
8:30 a.m. and 4:00 pjn. 

All relevant material must be received 
not later than the 30th day following 
publication of these criteria in the Fed¬ 
eral Register unless such 30th day is a 
Saturday, Sunday, or Federal holiday. 
(April 14. 1975>. in which case such ma¬ 
terial must be received by the next fol¬ 
lowing business day. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
13.554. Career Education Program) 

Dated: February 13,1975. 

T. H. Bell. 

U.S. Commissioner of Education . 

Approved: March 10.1975. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 

Secretary of Health. 

Education, and Welfare. 

Career Education Program 

rUNDINO CRITERIA 

A. Scope and purpose. These funding cri¬ 
teria govern the select ion of application* 
from State and local educational agencies. 
Institutions of higher education, and other 
nonprofit agencies and organizations for 
purposes of carrying out activities designed 
to Improve the Implementation of career ed¬ 
ucation. 

(20 USXJ. 1865) 

B. Eligible applicants. The following cate¬ 
gories of agencies and organizations are eligi¬ 
ble for grants pursuant to these funding 
criteria: 

(1) State educational agencies; 

(2) Local educational agencies; 

(3) Institutions of higher education; and 

(4) Other nonprofit agencies and organiza¬ 
tions. 

(20 OJ5.C. 1865) 

C. Definitions. As ueed In these funding 
criteria: “Career education*' means an educa¬ 
tion process designed to; 

(1) Increase tlie relationship between 
schools and society as a whole; 

(2) Provide opportunities for counseling, 
guidance and career development for all 
children; 

(3) Relate the subject matter of the cur¬ 
ricula of schools to the needs of persons to 
function fully in society; 

(4) Extend the concept of the education 
process beyond the school Into the area of 
employment and the community; 

(5) Poster flexibility in attitudes, skills, 
and knowledge In order to enable persons to 
cope with accelerating change and obsoles¬ 
cence; 

(61 Make education more relevant to em¬ 
ployment and functioning In society; and 

(7) Etlmlnate any distinction between 
education for vocational purposes and gen¬ 
eral or academic education. 

(20 US C. 1865(a)) 

' Handicapped children" means mentally 
retarded, hard of hearing, deaf, speech Im¬ 
paired. visually handicapped, seriously emo¬ 
tionally disturbed, crippled, or other health 
Impaired children who by reason thereof re¬ 
quire special education and related services. 

(20 U.S.C. 1401) 

“State educational agency** means the 
State Board of Education or other agency or 


officer primarily responsible for the State 
supervision of public elementary and second¬ 
ary schools; or. If there la no such agency or 
officer, an agency or officer designated by tha 
Governor or by State Law. 

<20 U8C. 1141(h)) 

•'Local educational agency" means a public 
board of education or other public authority 
legally constituted within a State for either 
administrative control or direction of. or to 
perform a service function for. public ele¬ 
mentary or secondary schools in a city, 
county, township, school district, or other 
political subdivision of a State, or such com¬ 
bination of school districts or counties as 
are recognized In a State as an administra¬ 
tive agency for Its public elementary or sec¬ 
ondary schools. The term also includes any 
other public institution or agency having 
administrative control and direction of a 
public elementary or secondary school. 

(20 UJ5.C 1141(g)) 

"Institution of higher education" or "in¬ 
stitution" means an educational institution 
In any State which meets the requirements 
set forth in section 1201(a) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1906 as amended. 

(20 U3.C. 1141(a)) 

D. Required application data. Projects 
funded pursuant to these funding criteria 
must be designed to contribute to one of the 
following purposes to: 

(1) Effect Incremental improvements In 
K-12 career education through one or a series 
of exemplary projects; 

(2) Demonstrate the most effective meth¬ 
ods and techniques in career education in 
such settings as the senior high school, the 
community college, or in institutions of 
higher education; 

(3) Demonstrate the moat effective meth¬ 
ods and techniques In career education for 
such special segments of the population aa 
handicapped, minority, low Income, or female 
youth. 

(4) Demonstrate the most effective meth¬ 
ods and techniques, for the training and re¬ 
training of persons for conducting career 
education programs; and 

(6) Communicate career education philos¬ 
ophy. methods, program activities, and eval¬ 
uation results to career education practi¬ 
tioners and to the general public. 

Each application for assistance under these 
funding criteria must set forth a detailed 
plan which Includes: 

(1) Identification of the purpose to which 
the application is addressed (If the appli¬ 
cant chooses to participate In more than 
one purpose, a separate application will be 
required for each purpose.); 

nil Identification of the speclflo set¬ 
ting (a) In which the proposed activities will 
be carried out. and the neod for such activi¬ 
ties ; 

(111) Specification of prior career educa¬ 
tion activities. If any. which the applicant 
has carried out with the population and In 
the setting(s) covered by the proposal. In¬ 
cluding data bearing on evaluation of effec¬ 
tiveness of such prior activities; 

(Iv) A description of career education 
processes, techniques, and materials devel¬ 
oped In previous projects supported under 
the Notional Institute of Education, under 
Parts O. D. and I of the Vocational Educa¬ 
tion Aoi, and under other appropriate 
sources, which the applicant proposes to 
utilize in this proposed project; 

(v) An operational plan describing, In de¬ 
tail. exactly how tho applicant proposes to 
achieve the specific purpose addressed In 
the application and explaining the exemplary 
nature of the proposed procedures; 


(vl) Specific learner outcomes expected to 
result from activities carried out under the 
application; 

(rill) A specific plan to be utilized In eval¬ 
uating the effectiveness of activities carried 
out under the application. Including specifi¬ 
cation of the criteria to be utilized In asser¬ 
tion of the criteria to be utilized In assess¬ 
ing effectiveness and the evaluation instru¬ 
ments to be applied; 

(viU) A description of applicant or other 
additional resources, if any, to be contri¬ 
buted to the proposed activities to supple¬ 
ment funds received pursuant to those fund¬ 
ing criteria; and 

(lx) A plan for disseminating information 
to others during the course of the project 
and at the conclusion of the project grant 
period. 

E. Application rtxHcw criteria. Criteria will 
be utilized by the reviewers in reviewing for¬ 
mally transmitted applications. Segments or 
a segment of the application must address 
each criterion area. Each criterion Is weighted 
and Includes the maximum score that can be 
given to a segment of on application In rela¬ 
tion to the criteria. The criteria and maxi¬ 
mum weights for each criterion are oh fol¬ 
lows: 

Maxim um 

Criteria score 

(1) Evidence of need. The application 

clearly demonstrates the need for its 
proposed activities in terms of the 
purpose it seeks to attain and the 
population (a) It seeks to serve... 5 

(2) Objectives. Tho objectives of the 

proposed project are sharply defined, 
clearly stated, capable of being at¬ 
tained by the proposed procedures, and 
capable of being measured_..._ 10 

(3) Operational plan. The application 

clearly describes the prior career 
education activities which the ap¬ 
plicant has carried out. If any, as well 
as career education proceases, tech¬ 
niques, and materials developed in 
previous projects supported by the 
National Institute of Education and 
other agencies and sources, and ex¬ 
plains how this prior work will be 
utilized in implementing the proposed 
project. A specific description Is pro¬ 
vided of the activities proposed for 
each major step in the project. The 
time required (or each activity, and 
the period of the project it covers, is 
clearly chartered in the operational 
plan _____ 25 

(4) Era !nation Plan. Provision is made 

for adequate evaluation of the ef¬ 
fectiveness of the project and for 
determining the extent to which the 
objectives are accomplished.. 20 

(5) Exemplary Mature of Project. The 

plan clearly calls for a model that, if 
successfully attained, holds high 
promise of serving as one that others 
could profit by emulating. The 
activities hold promise of being use¬ 
ful In other projects or programs for 
similar educational purposes- 15 

(6) Personnel. The personnel with com¬ 

mitted major responsibilities for the 
proposed activities have the necessary 
qualifications and experience to assure 
successful completion of the 
activities_...._...._ I H 

(7) Budget, The size, scope, and dura¬ 
tion of the project are reasonable and 
the estimated cost Is reasonable In 

relation to anticipated results__ 10 

F. Allowable costs. (1) Allowable costs un¬ 
der grants awarded pursuant to these fund¬ 
ing criteria shall be determined In accord¬ 
ance with oost principles set forth In 
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Appendix B, C. or D (ex applicable > to sub- 
chapter A of Title 45. Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions (the Office of Education’s General Pro¬ 
visions Regulations) and the restriction that 
funds supplied under grants may not be used 
to pay regular salaries of 8txte career educa¬ 
tion staff. (2) It Is expected that grants will 
generally not exceed 3200,000, although each 
application will be Judged on the basis of the 
proposed activities 

G. Project duration (1)’Projects will nor¬ 
mally be one year In duration. However, ap¬ 
plicants should moke a realistic estimate of 
the amount of time needed to Implement the 
proposed project activities. Where this esti¬ 
mate indicates that more or less than one 
year Is necessary, the operational plan and 
budget should reflect this. (2) With respect 
to funded project* of more than one year 
duration. U la anticipated that generally an 
Initial grant will be awarded for the first 
year of the project. A continuation grant will 
support the activities proposed for any re¬ 
maining time period. Decisions for refunding 
will be made on the basis of the extent to 
which the grantee has Satisfactorily per¬ 
formed under the first grant period and will 
be contingent upon the availability of funds. 
For continuations, the following will be nec¬ 
essary: 

(!) A determination by the Office of Edu¬ 
cation that such continuation would be In 
the best Interest of the government; and 

(11) Execution of a revised notification of 
grant award acceptable to the Office of Edu¬ 
cation and the grantee. 

(20 U.S.C. 1005) 

lPR Doc.70-6756 Filed 3-13 75:8:45 am) 


CAREER EDUCATION PROGRAM 

Closing Dote for Receipt of Applications 

Notice Is hereby given that pursuant to 
the authority contained in section 406(f) 

(1) of the Education Amendments of 
1974, Pub. L. 93-380 (20 U.S.C. 1865(f) 

(1)) applications ore being accepted for 
grants from State and local educational 
agencies. Institutions of higher educa¬ 
tion. and other nonprofit agencies, and 
organizations to demonstrate the most 
effective methods and techniques in 
career education and to develop exem¬ 
plary career education models (includ¬ 
ing models in which handicapped chil¬ 
dren receive appropriate career educa¬ 
tion either by participation in regular 
or modified programs with nonhandi¬ 
capped children or where necessary in 
specially designed programs for handi¬ 
capped children whose handicaps are 
of such severity’ that they cannot benefit 
from regular or modified programs). 

Applications must be received by the 
U.8. Office of Education Application Con¬ 
trol Center on or before April 21, 1975. 

A. Applications stent by mail . An appli¬ 
cation sent by mail should be addressed 
as follows: U.8. Office of Education. Ap¬ 
plication Control Center. 400 Maryland 
Avenue SW.. Washington, D.C. 20202. 
Attention: 13.554. An application sent 
by mail will be considered to be received 
on time by the Application Control Cen¬ 
ter if: 

(1) The application was sent by reg¬ 
istered or certified mail not later than 
April 16. 1975, as evidenced by the U.8. 
Postal Service postmark on the wrapper 
or envelope, or on the original receipt 
from the U.S. Postal Service: or 


(2) The application is received on or 
before the closing date by either the De¬ 
partment of Health. Education, and Wel¬ 
fare or the U.8. Office of Education mail 
rooms in Washington. DC. an estab¬ 
lishing the date of receipt, the Commis¬ 
sioner will rely on the time-date stamp 
of such mail rooms or other documentary 
evidence of receipt maintained by the 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, or the U.S. Office of Education). 

B. Hand delivered applications. An ap¬ 
plication to be hand delivered must be 
taken to the UJ3. Office of Education Ap¬ 
plication Control Center, Room 5673, 
Regional Office Building Three, 7th and 
D Streets SW.. Washington, D.C. Hand 
delivered applications will be accepted 
daily between the hours of 8:00 am and 
4:00 pm. Washington. D.C. time except 
Saturdays, Sundays, or Federal holidays. 
Applications will not be accepted after 
4:00 pm. on the closing date. 

C. Application routing. All applicants 
must furnish an information copy of their 
proposal to the State educational agency. 
The application submitted to the Office 
of Education must contain a statement 
that this has been accomplished. State 
educational agencies wishing to submit 
advice and comment on any application 
originating within their State may do so 
by forwarding such advice and comment 
to the Office of Career Education, U.S. 
Office of Education. 

D. Program information and forms. 
Information and application forms may 
be obtained from the Office of Career 
Education. U.S. Office of Education. 
Room 3100. Regional Office Building 
Three, 7th and D Streets SW.. Washing¬ 
ton. D C. 20202. 

E. Applicable regulations. The regula¬ 
tions applicable to this program are the 
Office of Education General Provisions 
Regulations (45 CFR Part 100a) and the 
Career Education Program Funding 
Criteria published in this issue of the 
Federal Rkctstxr. 

(20 UJ3.C. 1865) 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Number 13.554; Career Education Program) 

Dated: February 13.1975. 

T. H. Bell, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education . 

I PR Doc.75-6757 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am] 


FOREIGN LANGUACE AND AREA 
STUDIES RESEARCH PROGRAM 

Proposed Priorities for the Funding of 
Proposals 

Notice Is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained In section 602 
of the National Defense Education Act 
of 1958, as amended (20 UJ5.C. 512), the 
Commissioner of Education, with the ap¬ 
proval of the Secretary of Health. Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare, proposes to utilize 
the funding priorities set forth below in 
the evaluation of unsolicited proposals 
for contracts to conduct research, sur¬ 
veys. and studies under the Foreign Lan¬ 
guage and Area Studies Research Pro¬ 
gram. Under this program the Commis¬ 
sioner is authorized to contract for stud¬ 


ies and surveys to determine the need for 
increased or improved Instruction in 
modern foreign languages and related 
fields needed to provide a full under¬ 
standing of the areas, regions, or coun¬ 
tries in which such languages are com¬ 
monly used, to conduct research on more 
effective methods of teaching such lan¬ 
guages and such fields, and to develop 
specialized materials for use In training 
students and language teachers. Pro¬ 
posals for contracts to conduct research 
and studies under the Foreign Language 
and Area Studies Research Program will 
be accepted as unsolicited proposals and 
be received and evaluated in accordance 
with the requirements and evaluation 
criteria listed In 8 3-4.5203-2<b) of the 
HEW procurement regulations (41 CFR 
3-4.5203-2(b)). The proposed priorities 
arc as follows: 

Priority will be given to proposals deal¬ 
ing with: (1) The preparation of spe¬ 
cialized instructional material particu¬ 
larly for languages which arc not widely 
taught In the United States and for 
which there is no commercial market, 
and for area studies concerned with the 
non-Western world; (2) teaching meth¬ 
odology. and more specifically methodol¬ 
ogy which applies linguistic, psycholin¬ 
guists and sociolinguist ic theories to 
projects which can thereby be expected 
to Increase our understanding of second 
language acquisition and improve teach¬ 
ing and learning methodology; and (3) 
conferences, studies, and surveys to as¬ 
sess the state of the art of foreign lan¬ 
guage and area studies in the United 
States, to determine new’ directions as 
needed, to Identify priority needs for 
specialized materials, and to observe na¬ 
tional trends through surveys of enroll¬ 
ments and degree requirements. 

For the information of applicants, the 
criteria listed In 8 3-4.5203-2 < b) of the 
HEW Procurement Regulation include: 

(1) The overall scientific and technical 
merit of the proposed effort: 

(2) The potential contribution which 
the proposed effort is expected to make 
to specific program objective^), if sup¬ 
ported at this time; 

(3) The unique capabilities, related 
experience, facilities, instrumentation, 
or techniques which the offeror pos¬ 
sesses and offers, and which are con¬ 
sidered to be integral factors for achiev¬ 
ing the scientific, technical, or tech¬ 
nological objective^) of the proposal: 
and 

(4) The unique qualifications, capa¬ 
bilities, and experiences of the proposed 
principal Investigator and/or key per¬ 
sonnel. 

For the further information of appli¬ 
cants, unsolicited proposals under the 
HEW procurement regulations (41 
CFR 3-4.5202-1 (b)), must include the 
following information: 

(1) Name and address of the organi¬ 
zation or individual submitting the pro¬ 
posal; 

(2) Date of preparation or submis¬ 
sion; 

(3) Type of organization (profit, non¬ 
profit, educational, other); 
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(4) Concise title and clear and con¬ 
cise abstract. Extensive material should 
be included only in appendices; 

(5) An outline and discussion of the 
purpose of the proposed effort or ac¬ 
tivity. the method of approach to the 
problem, and the nature and extent of 
the anticipated results: 

(6) Names of the key personnel to be 
Involved, brief biographical Informa¬ 
tion. including principal publications 
and relevant experience: 

(7) Proposed starting and completion 
dates: 

<8> Equipment, facility, and person¬ 
nel requirements; 

<9> Proposed budget, Including sepa¬ 
rate cost estimates for salaries and 
wages, equipment, expendable supplies, 
services, travel, subcontracts, other di¬ 
rect costs and overhead: 

(10> Names of any other Federal 
agencies receiving the unsolicited pro¬ 
posal and/or funding the proposed ef¬ 
fort or activity: 

(11) Brief description of the offeror’s 
facilities, particularly those which would 
be used in the proposed effort or activity: 

(12) Brief outline of the offeror s pre¬ 
vious work and experience in the field: 

(13) A current financial statement 
and. if available, a descriptive brochure; 

< 14) Period for which unsolicited pro¬ 
posal is valid; 

(15) Names and telephone numbers 
of offeror s primary business and tech¬ 
nical personnel whom the agency may 
contact during evaluation and/or nego¬ 
tiation; 

(16) Identification, on the cover 
sheet, of technical data which the of¬ 
feror intends to be used by HEW for 
evaluation purposes only (see 41 CFR 
3-1.353(0); and 

(17) Signature of a responsible offi¬ 
cial of the proposing organization of a 
person authorized to contractually 
obligate such organization. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit written comments, suggestions or 
objections regarding the proposed areas 
of funding priorities to Foreign Language 
and Area Research Prog nun. Bureau of 
Postsecondary Education. US. Office of 
Education. Room 3928, 7th and D Streets 
SW.. Washington, D.C. 20202. Comments 
received in response to this notice will 
be available for public Inspection at the 
above office on Mondays through Fridays 
between 8:20 qjxl and 4:30 pm. 

All relevant material must be received 
not later than April 14.1975. 

(20 D.S.C. 512) 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Number 13438; Higher Education—Foreign 
Language and Area Research Program) 

Dated: February 16,1975. 

T. H. Bell. 

U.S. Commissioner of Education . 

Approved: March 11.1975. 

Caspar W. Weinukrcer. 

Secretary of Health, Education, 
and Welfare. 

[PR Doc.75-41783 Piled 3-13-75:8:43 am] 


FOREIGN LANGUAGE AND AREA 
STUDIES RESEARCH PROGRAM 

Closing Date (or Receipt of Proposals 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 802 
of Title VI of the National Defense Edu¬ 
cation Act of 1958, as amended (20 U.8.C. 
512), proposals will be accepted for con¬ 
tracts under the Foreign Language and 
Area Studios Research Program. Under 
this program the Commissioner Is au¬ 
thorized to contract for studies and sur¬ 
veys to determine the need for increased 
or improved instruction in modem for¬ 
eign languages and related fields, to con¬ 
duct research on training methods for 
use in such languages and fields, and to 
develop specialized materials for use in 
training students and language teachers. 

Proposals for such contracts will be 
treated as unsolicited proposals in ac¬ 
cordance with 8ubpart 3—4.52 of the HEW 
procurement regulations (41 CFR 3- 
4.52). However, since the Office of Edu¬ 
cation intends to fund these contracts 
from fiscal year 1975 funds and since pro¬ 
posals for such contracts must be eval¬ 
uated and negotiated, time constraints 
make it impracticable to award such con¬ 
tracts to applicants whose applications 
are received by the Office of Education 
after April 15. 1975. Therefore proposals 
must be received by the UB. Office of 
Education Application Control Center on 
or before April 15.1975. 

A. Proposals sent by mail A proposal 
sent by mail should be addressed as fol¬ 
lows: UB. Office of Education. Applica¬ 
tion Control Center, 400 Maryland Ave¬ 
nue SW.. Washington, DC. 20202. Atten¬ 
tion: 13.436. A proposal sent by mail will 
be considered to be received on time by 
the Application Control Center if: 

(1) The proposal was sent by regis¬ 
tered or certified mail not later than the 
fifth calendar day prior to the closing 
date (or if such fifth calendar day is a 
Saturday. Sunday, or Federal holiday, 
not later than the next following busi¬ 
ness day), as evidenced by the U.S. Pos¬ 
tal Service postmark on the wrapper or 
envelope, or on the original receipt from 
the UB Postal Service: or 

(2) The proposal is received on or be¬ 
fore the clasing date by either the De¬ 
partment of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare or the U.S. Office of Education mall 
rooms In Washington. D.C. (In estab¬ 
lishing the date of receipt, the Commis¬ 
sioner will rely on the time-date stamp 
of such mall rooms or other documentary 
evidence of receipt maintained toy the 
Department of Health. Education, and 
Welfare or the UB. Office of Education.) 

B. Hand delivered proposals. A propo¬ 
sal to be hand delivered must be taken 
to the U.S. Office of Education Applica¬ 
tion Control Center, Room 5673, Region¬ 
al Office Building Three. 7th and D 
Streets SW . Washington, D.C. Hand de¬ 
livered proposals will be accepted dally 
between the hours of 8 a m. and 4 p.m. 
Washington. D.C. Ume except Saturdays. 
Sundays or Federal holidays. Proposals 
will not be accepted after 4 p.m. on the 
closing date. 


C. Program information. Information 
may be obtained from the Foreign Lan¬ 
guage and Area Research Program, Bu¬ 
reau of Postsecondary Education. UB. 
Office of Education, Room 3928, 7th and 
D Streets SW., Washington. D.C. 20202. 

(Catalog of Fodrral Domestic Aaalstanoe 
Number 13.436, Higher Education—Foreign 
Language and Area Research Program) 

Dated: February 7. 1975. 

T. H, Bell. 

U.S. Commissioner of Education. 
|FR Doc 75 6784 Filed 5-13-75;8:45 am] 


SUPPLEMENTARY EDUCATION CENTERS 
AND SERVICES 

Special Programs and Projects; 

Closing Date for Receipt of Applications 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority contained in section 306 
of Title HI of the Elementary and Sec¬ 
ondary Education Act of 1965. as 
amended (20 UB.C. 844b), applications 
are being accepted from local education 
agencies for projects which make “a sub¬ 
stantial contribution to the solution of 
critical educational problems common to 
all or several States." 

Applications must be received by the 
UB. Office of Education Application Con¬ 
trol Center on or before April 25. 1975. 

A. Applications sent by mail. An appli¬ 
cation sent by mail should be addressed 
as follows: U.S. Office of Education. Ap¬ 
plication Control Center. 400 Maryland 
Avenue SW.. Washington. D.C. 20202. At¬ 
tention: 13.516. An Application sent by 
mail will be considered to be received on 
Ume by the Application Control Center 
if: 

(1) The application was sent by regis¬ 
tered or certified mail not later than the 
fifth calendar day prior to the closing 
date (or if such fifth calendar day is a 
Saturday. Sunday, or Federal holiday, 
not later than the next following busi¬ 
ness day), as evidenced by the UB. Pos¬ 
tal Service postmark on the wrapper or 
envelope, or on the original receipt from 
the UB. Postal Service: or 

(2) The application is received on or 
before the closing date by either the De¬ 
partment of Health. Education, and Wel¬ 
fare. or the U.S. Office of Education mail 
rooms in Washington. D.C. (In estab¬ 
lishing the date of receipt, the Commis¬ 
sioner will rely on the time-date stamp 
of such mail rooms or other documentary 
evidence of receipt maintained by the 
Department of Health. Education, and 
Welfare, or the UB. Office of Education). 

B. Hand delivered applications. An ap¬ 
plication to be hand delivered must be 
taken to the UB. Office of Education Ap¬ 
plication Control Center. Room 5673. Re¬ 
gional Office Building Three. 7th and D 
Streets 8W.. Washington. D.C. Hand de¬ 
livered applications will be accepted daily 
between the hours of 8:90 a m. and 4:00 
pm. Washington. D.C. time except Sat¬ 
urdays, Sundays, or Federal holidays. Ap¬ 
plications will not be accepted after 4.00 
pm. on the closing date. 
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C. Program information and forms. In¬ 
formation and application forms may be 
obtained from the Division of Supple¬ 
mentary Centers and Services, Bureau of 
8chool Systems. Office of Education. 
Room 3616. 7th and D Streets SW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20202 or the Elemen¬ 
tary and Secondary Education Act. Title 
III, Office of your State Department of 
Education. 

D. Applicable regulations and criteria. 
The regulations applicable to this pro¬ 
gram include the Office of Education 
General Provisions Regulations (45 CFR 
Part 100a) and regulations which were 
published in the Federal Reglster on 
February 26, 1975 at 40 FR 8176. Addi¬ 
tional funding criteria for Fiscal Year 
1975 are being published in this issue of 
tlie Federal Register and are proposed 
to be used in determining the selection 
and funding of grant awards. 

(20 UJS.C. 844b) 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
13.516. Preschool. Elementary and Secondary 
Education—Special Programs and Projects 
(Title III, Section 306)) 

Dated: February 24, 1975. 

T. H. Bell, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education . 

|FR Doc.75-6789 Piled 3-13-75:8:46 am] 


Public Health Service 

HEALTH SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Statement of Organization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority 

Part 3. Health Services Administration, 
of the Statement of Organisation, Func¬ 
tions, and Delegations of Authority of 
the Department of Health. Education, 
and Welfare, is hereby amended to re¬ 
flect: the increased emphasis on the 
work planning and the manpower man¬ 
agement functions assigned to the Office 
of Planning, Evaluation, and Legislation 
(3AA5); the transfer of responsibility for 
the Operational Planning System from 
the Office of Evaluation and Operational 
Planning (3AA505) to the Office of Man¬ 
power Management (3AA504); and the 
changing of the name of the Office of 
Evaluation and Operational Planning 
(3AA505) to the Office of Evaluation 
(3AA505). 

"Section 3-B Organization and Func¬ 
tion" is amended by replacing the current 
organization and function statements 
with revised statements for the following 
HSA organizations: 

Office of Planning , Evaluation arid 
Legislation (3AA5). Under the direction 
of the Associate Administrator for Plan¬ 
ning, Evaluation, and Legislation, who is 
a member of the Administrator's Im¬ 
mediate staff: (1) Serves as the Admin¬ 
istrator's primary staff unit and prin¬ 
cipal source of advice on program 
planning, program evaluation, work 
planning, regulation development, leg¬ 
islative affairs, and manpower manage¬ 
ment; (2) develops In collaboration with 
financial management staff the long- 
range program and financial plan for 
the Administration; (3) oversees, in 


coordination with the Office of the 
Assistant Secretary for Health, com¬ 
munications between HSA and higher 
levels of government (including the 
Office of the Secretary, the Office of 
Management and Budget, and Con¬ 
gress) on all matters that Involve 
long-range plans, manpower manage¬ 
ment, the regulation development proc¬ 
ess, evaluations of program perform¬ 
ance, or legislative affairs; (4) devel¬ 
ops long-range goals, objectives, and 
priorities for HSA: <5) directs all activi¬ 
ties within HSA which have the goal of 
comparing the costs of the agency's pro¬ 
grams with their benefits, including the 
preparation and implementation of com¬ 
prehensive program evaluation plans: 
(6) oversees the development of annual 
operating objectives and coordinates 
HSA's work planning system: (7) directs 
all the legislative affairs of HSA. includ¬ 
ing the development of legislative pro¬ 
posals and a legislative program; (8) acts 
as the focal point in HSA for the prep¬ 
aration. development, and monitoring 
of program regulations: (9) conducts 
policy analyses and develops policy posi¬ 
tions in programmatic areas for HSA; 
and (10) plans, directs and coordinates 
HSA manpower management activities. 

Office of Manpower Management 
( 3AAS04 >. (1) Assists and supports the 
Administrator and Bureau Directors in 
effective management of HSA manpower 
resources: (2) plans, directs and coordi¬ 
nates HSA's manpower management pro¬ 
gram; (3) supervises the operation of the 
HSA manpower management system in¬ 
cluding the manpower deployment and 
utilization system, the work measure¬ 
ment and productivity tracking system, 
the future manning needs forecasting 
system, and the manpower budgeting 
system; (4) Integrates manpower anal¬ 
yses with the preparation of agency for¬ 
ward plans and annual budget submis¬ 
sions: (5> conducts special studies and 
analyses of manpower utilization pro¬ 
ductivity and future manning require¬ 
ments; (6) serves as the focal point in 
HSA for manpower management and 
analysis efforts; (7) interprets PH8 and 
Departmental policy In this area for 
HSA; (8) oversees HSA’s work planning 
system; and (9) coordinates HSA's par¬ 
ticipation In the Department’s OPS sys¬ 
tem. 

Office of Evaluation (3AAS05). (1) 
Serves as the Administrator’s primary 
staff unit and principal source of advice 
on program evaluation: (2) oversees 
communications between HSA and 
higher levels of government on all mat¬ 
ters that Involve evaluations of program 
performance; (3) maintains liaison with 
other Federal and non-Federal health 
agencies on matters within its area of 
responsibility; (4) directs all activities 
within HSA which have the goal of com¬ 
paring the costs of the Agency’s pro¬ 
grams with their benefits; (5) identifies 
for the Administrator any missing pro¬ 
gram performance data required for use 
in the management and direction of HSA 
programs; (6) prepares and implements 
comprehensive program evaluation stra¬ 
tegies to obtain needed evaluative data; 


(7) monitors ongoing Information sys¬ 
tems which produce evaluative data 
about the Agency's programs; (8) per¬ 
forms analyses of the impact of Agency 
programs on specific groups within the 
population including minorities: and 
(9) coordinates HSA's public use reports 
clearance function. 

Dated: March 7.1975. 

John Ottina, 
Assistant Secretary for 
Administration and Management . 

|Fit Doc.76-6763 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am] 


| Part 81 

NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 

Statement of Organization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority 

Part 8 (formerly Part 9, National In¬ 
stitutes of Health) of the Statement of 
Organization. Functions, and Delega¬ 
tions of Authority of the Department of 
Health. Education, and Welfare Is 
amended to change the title of the Na¬ 
tional Institute of Neurological Diseases 
and Stroke to National Institute of Neu¬ 
rological and Communicative Disorders 
and Stroke. The statement for the Na¬ 
tional Institute of Neurological Diseases 
and Stroke should be replaced by the fol¬ 
lowing statement: 

National Institute of Neurological and 
Communicative Disorders and Stroke 
(8S ). Conducts, fosters, and supports re¬ 
search and research training on the 
causes, prevention, diagnosis, and treat¬ 
ment of neurological, sensory, communi¬ 
cative. and muscle disorders through: 
(1) Intramural collaborative research in 
its own laboratories, branches, and 
clinics, and through contracts, (2) re¬ 
search grants to scientific Institutions 
and to individuals, (3) individual and 
institutional research training awards to 
increase trained professional research 
manpower In neurological and communi¬ 
cative fields; and (4) cooperation with 
various agencies in collecting and dis¬ 
seminating educational and informa¬ 
tional material related to neurological 
and communicative disorders. 

Dated: March 7.1975. 

John Ottina, 
Assistant Secretary for 
Administration and Management. 

[FR Doc.75-6701 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 

AIRPORTS DISTRICT OFFICE AT 
OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLAHOMA 

Change of Geographical Area of 
Responsibility 

Notice is hereby given that on Janu¬ 
ary 13, 1975, the Airports District Office 
at Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, assumed 
Jurisdiction of the State of Arkansas, as 
well as the State of Oklahoma. Services 
to the general public of the State of Ar¬ 
kansas formerly provided by the Air¬ 
ports District Office, Fort Worth, Texas, 
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are provided by the Airports District Of¬ 
fice In Oklahoma City. 

Address: 

Oklahoma City Airports District Office 
Federal Aviation Administration 
FAA Building. Room 204 
Wiley Post Airport 
Bethany. Oklahoma 73008 

Issued In Fort Forth. Tex., on Janu¬ 
ary 14, 1975. 

Henry L. Newman. 

Director. 

Southwest Region. 
IFR Doc.75-8676 Piled 3-13-76:8:45 am I 


CONCORDE SUPERSONIC TRANSPORT 
AIRCRAFT 

Public Hearings Regarding Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement 

N The Federal Aviation Administration 
will hold a public hearing In Washington. 
D.C„ on April 14, 1975 and in Queens. 
New York on April 18, 1975, on the draft 
environmental Impact statement pre¬ 
pared in connection with a proposal by 
British Airways and Air France to amend 
their operations specifications to permit 
those carriers to conduct limited com¬ 
mercial air service to and from the 
United States with the Concorde airplane 
under Part 129 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 129). These 
hearings are for the purpose of assist¬ 
ing the FAA in making a determination 
on the proposal and will afford interested 
persons the opportunity to present views, 
data and arguments regarding the sub¬ 
stance and issues associated with this 
proposal and Identified in the draft en¬ 
vironmental impact statement. 

The hearing in Washington. D.C., will 
be conducted in the Auditorium on the 
3rd floor of the Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration Building, 800 Independence 
Avenue 8W., Washington, D.C., conven¬ 
ing at 9:30 a.m. 

The hearing in Queens will be con¬ 
ducted In the Queens Playhouse, Flush¬ 
ing Meadow Park. Flushing. New York, 
convening at 9:30 a.m. 

The hearings will be informal In nature 
and will be conducted by a designated 
representative of the Administrator. The 
hearings will not be evidentiary or judi¬ 
cial in nature. There will be no cross- 
examination or other adjudicatory pro¬ 
cedure applied to the presentations. 
However, interested persons wishing to 
make rebuttal statements will be given 
an opportunity to do so at the conclusion 
of the presentations in the same order in 
which the initial statements are made. 

Interested persons are invited to at¬ 
tend the hearings and to participate by 
making oral or written statements. Writ¬ 
ten statements should be submitted in 
duplicate and will be made a part of the 
record. Persons wishing to make oral 
statements at one of the hearings must 
notify the FAA and indicate at which 
hearing they wish to speak and the 
amount of time required for their Initial 
statements. Presentations will be sched¬ 
uled on a flrst-comc-flrst-served basis, as 
time may permit. Requests to be heard 
should be addressed: 


Director. Flight Standards Service (AFS-i) 
Attention: Concorde EIS 
Federal Aviation Administration 
800 Independence Avenue 8W. 

Washington. D.C. 20501 

In the event that there is response to 
this notice that exceeds the time allotted 
to cither hearing, that hearing will be 
continued an additional day. 

In addition, persons not participating 
in the hearings are invited to submit 
relevant written comments to the same 
address. 

The closing date for submitting com¬ 
ments is May 6. 1975. 

A transcript of the hearings will be 
made and anyone may purchase a copy 
of it from the reporter. 

A limited number of the draft Impact 
statements will be available at the hear- 
* lng. Also, the draft impact statement can 
be reviewed at the Council on Environ¬ 
mental Quality, 722 Jackson Place NW., 
Washington, D.C., and at the FAA Re¬ 
gional Office, Federal Building. JFK In¬ 
ternational Airport, Jamaica. New York. 
Copies may be obtained by writing to the 
Federal Aviation Administration. Atten¬ 
tion: AFS-1 (Concorde EIS). 800 Inde¬ 
pendence Avenue. SW„ Washington, 
D.C. 20591. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on 
March 11, 1975. 

F. A. Meister. 

Acting Associate Administrator 
for Policy Development and 
Review . 

|FR Doc.75-6881 Filed 3 13-76:8:45 ami 


Federal Railroad Administration 

RAILROAD OPERATING RULES 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 
92-463. 86 Stat. 770) notice is hereby 
given that the Railroad Operating Rules 
Advisory Committee will meet on Tues¬ 
day. April 8, 1975 in Room 5332, Nassif 
Building. 400 Seventh Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., at 9 ajn. 

The Committee w as established to pro¬ 
vide advice to the Federal Railroad Ad¬ 
ministration concerning solutions to 
problem areas involving the operating 
rules of the nation's railroads. 

The agenda for this meeting will in¬ 
clude a discussion of issues Involved in 
the use of radio communications within 
the railroad industry. In addition, the 
Committee will review accident materials 
and discuss the need for and means of 
improving Rule 99 of the Association of 
American Railroads' Standard Code. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Any member of the public who wishes to 
file a written statement with the Com¬ 
mittee will be permitted to do so. Under 
a procedure established by the Commit¬ 
tee. persons submitting written state¬ 
ments are requested to provide 15 copies 
to provide distribution to each of the 
Committee members. Members of the 
public who wish to make prepared oral 
presentations should inform the Office of 


the Chief Counsel. Federal Railroad Ad¬ 
ministration (202) 426-0767 at least 5 
days prior to the meeting if possible and 
reasonable provision will be made for 
their appearance on the agenda. Time 
will also be provided on the agenda for 
public comment with respect to the dis¬ 
cussions during the meeting. 

Minutes of the meeting will be made 
available for public inspection and dupli¬ 
cation during regular business hours in 
the Office of Chief Counsel. Federal Rail¬ 
road Administration, Room 5101, Nassif 
Building. 400 Seventh Street 8W„ Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on March 
7. 1975. 

Asaph H. Hall, 
Deputy Administrator, 

(Committee Chairman). 

|FR Doc.75-6739 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Docket No. 274991 

AIR NAURU, NAURU/TRUST TERRITORY/ 
GUAM/OKINAWA/JAPAN 

Postponement of Prehearing Conference 
and Hearing 

Notice is hereby given that, at the 
request of counsel for the applicant, to 
which the Bureau of Operating Rights 
has indicated it has no objection, the 
prehearing conference and hearing pre¬ 
viously scheduled in this case for 
March 18.1975 (40 FR 8587, February 28. 
1975), has been postponed to April 15, 
1975, at 10 a.m. (local time) in Room 503, 
Universal Building. 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW.. Washington. D.C. 

The hearing will be held Immediately 
following conclusion of the prehearing 
conference unless a person has objected 
or shown reason for postponement pur¬ 
suant to notice previously given. 

Dated at Washington, D.C.. March 10, 
1975. 

(seal! William A. Kane, Jr., 

Administrative Law Judge. 

(FR Doc.75 6804 Filed 3-13-75;8:45 am] 

COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

CERTAIN MAN MADE FIBER TEXTILE 

PRODUCTS PRODUCED OR MANUFAC¬ 
TURED IN HAITI 

Market Disruption Information 

March 7. 1975. 

On March 3, 1975, there was published 
In the Federal Register (40 FR 8850 > a 
notice dated February 28, 1975 from the 
Chairman of the Committee for the Im¬ 
plementation of Textile Agreements ad¬ 
vising that on February 27, 1975. the 
United States Government, in further¬ 
ance of the objectives of. and under the 
terms of, the Arrangement Regarding In¬ 
ternational Trade in Textiles, done at 
Geneva on December 20. 1973, hod 
requested the Government of Haiti, pur¬ 
suant to Articles 3 and 6 of the Arrange¬ 
ment. to enter Into consultations con¬ 
cerning exports to the United States of 
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man-made fiber textile products in Cate¬ 
gories 214. 219. 228 and 229. produced or 
manufactured In Haiti. The notice fur¬ 
ther advised that if no solution Is mu¬ 
tually agreed upon by the two govern¬ 
ments within sixty (00) days, entry or 
withdrawal from warehouse for con¬ 
sumption of man-made fiber textile prod¬ 
ucts In Categories 214. 219. 228 and 229. 
produced or manufactured in Haiti and 
exported to the United States during the 
twelve-month period which began on 
February 27. 1975. may be restrained at 
levels which are yet to be determined. 

There is published below market dis¬ 
ruption information relating to each of 
the aforementioned categories. Any party 
wishing to express a view or provide data 
or information with respect to these cate¬ 
gories is invited to submit such in ten 
copies to Mr. Alan Polansky. Acting 
Chairman of the Committee for the Im¬ 
plementation of Textile Agreements and 
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Resources and Trade Assistance. U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 14th and Con¬ 
stitution Avenue NW.. Room 3826. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20230. To enable timely 
consideration, comments should be sub¬ 
mitted at the earliest date possible, but 
no later than April 14. 1975. 

Views, data or information submitted 
under this procedure win be available 
for public inspection at the Central Ref¬ 
erence and Records Inspection Facility. 
UJ3. Department of Commerce, 14th and 
Constitution Avenue NW., Room 7043, 
Washington, D.C. 20230 and may be ob¬ 
tained upon written request pursuant to 
the Freedom of Information Act. 5 U.S.C. 
552 (1070), as amended. Pub. L. No. 
93-602 (November 21. 1974) and the reg¬ 
ulations of the Department of Com¬ 
merce < 15 CFR Part 4 (1974)). Whenever 
practicable, public comment may be in¬ 
vited concerning views, comments or in¬ 
formation received from the public which 
the Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements considers appro¬ 
priate for further consideration. 

The solicitation of comments on mar¬ 
ket disruption or any other matter pur¬ 
suant to this notice is not a waiver in 
any respect of the exemption contained 
in 5 U3.C. 553(a)(1) and 554(a)(4) 
(1970) relating to matters which consti¬ 
tute “a foreign affairs function of the 
United 8tates.” 

Alan Polansky. 

Acting Chairman, Committee 
for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements: and Acf- 
ing Deputy Assistant Secre¬ 
tary for Resources and Trade 
Assistance, U.S. Department 
of Commerce. 

Umkit CoKomoMs 119 nix U.S. Apparel 
Industry 

The United States apparel Industry la In a 

depressed state. 

The Federal Reserve Board production In¬ 
dex for apparel products In November 1974 
was down 14 percent from a year earlier. 

Total employment to the appnrcl Industry 
declined in January 1075 to 1,208,000. down 
175.000 or 13 percent from January 1974. and 
the lowest since May 1961. 

Unemployment In the apparel Industry In¬ 
creased to 17.6 percent for January 1976, com¬ 


pared with 10.5 percent for the same month 
a year earlier. 

Average hours worked for those employed 
declined to 34 1 hours In January 1975 com¬ 
pared with 35 3 hours In January 1974. 

Catsoost 214— Gloves and Mittens 

The Import/production ratio for man¬ 
made liber gloves and mittens Increased from 
1728 percent In 1967 to an estimated 288 
percent to 1974. 

Imports, after dropping from 3.7 million 
dozen pairs In 1667 to 2.7 million dozen pairs 
In 1971, increased by 53 percent to 4.1 mUlton 
dozen pairs to 1973. Imports were 3.6 million 
dozen pairs In 1974. 

After a decline In Imports of gloves and 
mittens from Haiti during the tint eight 
months of 1974. shipments increased by 27.5 
percent from 255824 dozen pairs for the year 
ending September 1974 to 325.78ft dozen pairs 
far the year ending December 1974. Haiti is 
the fourth largest exporter of man-made fiber 
gloves and mtttens to the United State*. Of 
the three larger exporters. Taiwan and Hong 
Kong have agreed to restrain their ship¬ 
ments. and the other country Is scheduled 
for negotiations. 

The CTF value, including Import duties, of 
imparts of knit gloves averages 812 per dozen, 
33 percent lower than the domestic price of 
816 per dozen and at the same price level as 
imports from Hong Kong. (Annex B) 

Domestic production dropped by 24 percent 
from 24 million dozen pairs In 1967 to id 
million dozen pairs in 1971. After a slight 
Increase to 1972, production further de¬ 
creased to 15 million dozen pairs to 1973 and 
Is estimated to be 1.3 million dozen pairs in 
1974. 


Catsoosy 219— Knit Shirts 

The Import/producUon ratio for man-made 
fiber knit ahlrts Is estimated at 80.8 percent 
in 1974, up from 508 percent to 1967. 

Imports Increased from 3 million dozen in 
1967 to 18.2 million dozen In 1974. 

Imports from Haiti of knit shirts increased 
by 398 percent from 61.164 dozen for calendar 
year 1973 to 254.400 dozen for calendar year 
1974. This compares to an Increase In total 
U.8. Imports In this category of 6.6 percent, 
from 17.061.127 dozen to 18.180863 dozen, for 
the same period Haiti Is the ninth largest of 
all exporters to the United States. Of those 
countries exporting knit shirts to the United 
States. Taiwan. Korea. Singapore, Japan and 
Hong Kong are presently restraining. 

The CTF value, including Import duties, of 
Imports of this category from Haiti ranged 
from 65 per dozen for children's shirts to 835 
per dozen for men's shirts. These prices are 
substantially below the domestic prices for 
comparable Items, and are also below the 
value of oocnparnJble products being Imported 
from Hong Kong. Korea and Taiwan. (Annex 
B). 

Domestic production rose from 6 million 
dozen to 1967 to 23 3 million dozen In 1973. 
Production In 1974 la estimated at 39 5 million 
dozen, or 3 percent lees than to 1973. 

Employment In January 1075 was down 78 
percent from January 1974. (Employment In¬ 
cludes men's and boys' shirts and nightwear 
and women's and misses' blouses and waists .) 
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Category 228— Woven Blouses 

The lmport/pro<luctlon ratio far man-made 
fiber woven blouses Increased from 9.7 per¬ 
cent in 1987 to 18.7 percent In 1972, and 
declined to 17A percent In 1974. 

Imports Increased from 526.000 dozen in 
1967 to 2.9 million dozen in 1971. In 1971. 
the United States negotiated bilateral agree¬ 
ments with major man-made fiber apparel 
exporting countries, and Imports declined to 
1.4 million dozen in 1974. 

Imports from Haiti Increased by 62.1 per¬ 
cent from 87.278 dozen for calendar year 
1973 to 141.529 dozen for calendar year 1974. 
This compares to a decrease of 8.9 percent In 
U.8. Imports from all countries in the cate¬ 
gory from 1 £45,054 dozen to 1.438,672 dozen 
for the same period. Haiti is the fourth Larg¬ 
est of all exporters to the United States. The 
three largest exporters. Korea. Taiwan, and 
Hong Kong have agreed to restrain exports to 
the United States. 

The CIP value. Including Import duties, of 
Imports of this category from Haiti ranged 
from $2 per dozen for children’s blouses to 
$25 per dozen for women’s. These prices 
are substantially below the domestic prices 
for comparable Items and are also below the 
value of comparable products being imported 
from Hong Kong. Korea and Taiwan. (Annex 
B) 

Domestic production Increased from 6.4 
million dozen in 1967 to 8.6 million dozen in 
1973. Production in 1974 is estimated at 8.1 
million dozen, or 5 percent less than In 
1973. 

Employment In January 1975 was down 7.7 
percent from January 1974. (Employment in¬ 
cludes only women’s and misses’ blouses and 
waists.) 
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Category 229— Coats, Woven 

The Import/production ratio for man¬ 
made fiber woven coats Increased from 3.4 
percent in 1967 to 66 percent In 1972 and 
declined to 45 percent In 1974. 

Imports Increased from 159.000 dozen In 
1967 to 2.7 million dozen In 1973 and 22 
million dozen In 1974. 

Imports from Haiti of woven coats In¬ 
creased by 207 percent from 31,025 for calen¬ 
dar year 1973 to 95.194 dozen for calendar 
year 1974. This compares to a decrease of 17 
percent in U.B. Imports of this category from 
all countries from 2,663.762 dozen to 2.202.065 
dozen, for the same period. Haiti la the ninth 
largest of all exporters to the United States. 
Seven countries control their exports or 
woven coats to the United States. They are 
Korea. Singapore. Hong Kong, Taiwan. Japan. 
Malaysia, and Macao. Four others are sched¬ 
uled for negotiations. 

The ClF value. Including Import duties, 
of Imports of this category from Haiti ranged 
from $6 per dozen for children’s coats to 996 
per dozen for men’s Jackets. These prices are 
substantially below the domestic prices for 
comparable items, and are also below the 
value of comparable products being imported 
from Hong Kong, Korea and Taiwan. (An¬ 
nex B) 

Domestic production Increased from 4.7 
million dozen in 1967 to 5 million dozen In 

1973, and declined to 4.9 million dozen In 

1974. 

Employment In January 1976 was down 
12.7 percent from January 1974. (Employ¬ 
ment includes men’s and boys' and women’s 
and misses' suits and coats.) 
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|FR Doc.75-6465 Filed 3-13-73:8:45 am] 


COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM 
THE BLIND AND OTHER SE¬ 
VERELY HANDICAPPED 

PROCUREMENT LIST 1975 
Proposed Addition 

Notice Is hereby given pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 2(0) (2) of Pub. L. 92-28; 85 Stat. 79, 
of the proposed addition of the follow¬ 
ing service to Procurement List 1975, 
November 12. 1974 (39 FR 39964). 

IwDcrmiAL Class 0782 

Ground* Maintenance, Bonneville Power 
Administration, for the foUowlng locations: 

Keeler Substation 
Hillsboro. Oregon 
Oregon City Substation 
Sherwood. Oregon 
Stmnder Substation 
Oregon City, Oregon 
St. Johns SubetaUon 
Portland, Oregon 
Brush College Substation 
West Salem. Oregon 
Forest Grove Substation 
Forest Grove, Oregon 
Albany Substation 
Albany, Oregon 
Cbcmawa Substation 
Salem, Oregon 
Marlon SubetaUon 
Stayton, Oregon 
McMlnnvUle Substation 
McMinnville, Oregon 
Salem Substation 
Salem, Oregon 
Santiam Substation 
Stayton, Oregon 

Comments and views regarding this 
proposed addition may be filed with the 
Committee on or before April 14, 1975. 
Communications should be addressed to 
the Executive Director. Committee for 
Purchase from the Blind and Other Se¬ 
verely Handicapped. 2009 Fourteenth 
Street North, Suite 610, Arlington. Vir¬ 
ginia 22201. 

By the Committee. 

C. W. Fletcher, 
Executive Director . 

|FH Doc.75-6765 Filed 3-15-76;8:45 am) 


CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
POISON PREVENTION PACKAGING 

Meeting 

Notice is given that the Technical Ad¬ 
visory Committee on Poison Prevention 
Packaging will meet on Tuesday. April 

29 (9 a.m -5 p.m.) and Wednesday, April 

30 (9 a.m.-l p.m.) at the Consumer 
Product Safety Commission. 1750 K 
Street NW.. Washington. D.C.. Sixth 
Floor Conference Room. 

The Technical Advisory Committee 
provides advice and recommendations on 
the types and kinds of packaging that 
will protect children from injury or ill¬ 
ness resulting from handling or inges¬ 
tion of household substances. 

Tentative agenda topics scheduled for 
discussion on Tuesday, April 29. Include 
a status report of poison prevention 
packaging regulations; compliance ac¬ 
tivities; a review of the National Elec¬ 
tronic Injury Surveillance System 
(NEISS) and how poison prevention ac¬ 
tivities fit into this system. Outstanding 
requests for exemption of certain prod¬ 
ucts from poison prevention packaging 
regulations are scheduled also for dis¬ 
cussion. Presently there are two exemp¬ 
tion requests planned for review by the 
Technical Advisory Committee at this 
meeting. They are Methenamine Monde- 
late made by Warner Chilcott and Sul- 
famcthlzolc and phenazopyrldine hydro¬ 
chloride made by Key Pharmaceuticals. 

Wednesday, April 30, the Committee 
will review the definition and processing 
by the Food and Drug Administration of 
New Drug Applications and will discuss 
the question of consumer opposition to 
child-resistant packaging. 

The meeting is open to the public, 
however, space is limited. Further infor¬ 
mation concerning this meeting may be 
obtained from the Office of the Secre¬ 
tary, Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 


mission, Washington, D.C. 20207, tele¬ 
phone (202) 634-7700. 

Dated; March 10. 1975. 

8adyx E. Dunn, 
Secretary, Consumer Product 
Safety Commission . 

(FR Doc.75-6776 Piled 3- 15-75; 8:45 amf 

FEDERAL ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

RETAIL DEALERS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Change in Meeting Date 

This notice Is given to advise of a 
change in date of the meeting for the 
Retail Dealers Advisory Committee. The 
Committee will meet at 9 a.m.. Room 
3400, 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue 
NW., Washington. D.C., Friday, March 
28, 1975. rather than Monday. March 24, 
1975, as previously announced. A notice 
of meeting was published In the issue of 
March 4. 1975 (40 FR 8990). 

Issued at Washington, D.C., on March 
11.1975. 

Rohert E. Montgomery, Jr., 
General Counsel 

|FR Doe 75-6678 Piled 3-11-75; 10:18 ton) 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

AMERICAN PRESIDENT LINES, LTD. AND 
PORTLAND STEVEDORING CO. 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commlsison for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733. 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 100 L Street NW., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
FrancLsco, California, and Old 8an Juan, 
Puertio Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments. Including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission. Washington, 
D.C. 20573, on or before March 24. 1975. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination or 
unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a vio¬ 
lation of the Act or detriment to the com¬ 
merce of the United States is alleged, the 
statement shall set forth with particular¬ 
ity the acts and circumstances said to 
constitute such violation or detriment to 
commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing 
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the agreement (as indicated herein¬ 
after) and the statement should indi¬ 
cate that this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed by: 

Robert Good win. Saq^ American President 
Lines. International Building. 001 Cali¬ 
fornia Street. San Francisco, California 
94108. 

Agreement No. T-3070, between Ameri¬ 
can President Lines, Ltd., (APL) and 
Portland Stevedoring Company (PSC). 
an affiliate of States Steamship Com¬ 
pany. provides that PSC will act as steve¬ 
dore at all ports on the Columbia/Willa¬ 
mette Rivers and Oregon Coast for 
combination breakbulk cargo/container 
vessels which are owned, chartered or 
controlled by APL, at rates set forth in 
schedules attached to and mode a part 
of the agreement. 

Dated: March 11.1975. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis C. Hurkey. 

Secretary. 

|PR Doc75 87W Piled S-13-75;8:46 am) 


AMERICAN PRESIDENT LINES. LTD. AND 
STATES STEAMSHIP CO. 

Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act. 1916, os 
amended <39 Stnt 733. 75 Slat, 763. 46 
U8C.814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission. 1100 L 8treet NW.. 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York. N.Y„ New Orleans. Louisiana. San 
Francisco. California, and Old San Juan. 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments. Including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretory. Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission. Washington. 
D.C. 20573. on or before March 24. 1975. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi¬ 
dence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accompanied by 
a statement describing the discrimina¬ 
tion or unfairness with particularity. If 
a violation of the Act or detriment to 
the commerce of the United States is 
alleged, the statement shall set forth 
with particularity the acts and circum¬ 
stances said to constitute such violation 
or detriment to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed by: 

Robert Goodwin. Esq.. American President 

Uueft. International Building. 601 Cali¬ 
fornia Street. San Francisco, California 

04108. 

Agreement No. T-3069, between 
American President Lines. Ltd.. (APL) 


and States Steamship Company 
(States), provides that APL will act as 
stevedore at all ports on Puget Sound 
except Bellingham for combination 
breakbulk cargo/container vessels which 
are owned, chartered or controlled by 
States, at rates set forth in schedules 
attached to and made a part of the 
agreement. 

Dated: March 11.1975. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis C. Hukney. 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc.75-6791 Piled 3-18-75:8:45 am) 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. RF72-1101 

ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Rate Change Pursuant to Purchased Gas 
Cost Adjustment Provision 

March 6.1975. 

Take notice that Algonquin Gas 
Transmission Company (*'Algonquin 
Gas"), on January 29. 1975 tendered 
for filing Second Substitute Second Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 10 and Revised Second 
Substitute Second Revised Sheet No. 10 
to its FPC Gas Tariff, First Revised Vol¬ 
ume No. 1, with proposed effective dates 
of January 1, 1975 and January 2. 1975. 
respectively. 

These sheets are being filed pursuant 
to Algonquin Gas* Purchased Gas Cost 
Adjustment Provision set forth in Sec¬ 
tion 17 of the General Terms and Con¬ 
ditions of its FPC Gas Tariff. First Re¬ 
vised Volume No. 1. Algonquin Gas’ Sec¬ 
ond Substitute Second Revised Sheet No. 
10 and Revised Second Substitute Second 
Revised Sheet No. 10 are being filed to 
reflect changes in the cost of purchased 
gas filed by Texas Eastern Transmission 
Corporation (“Texas Eastern**) in its 
proposed effective rates as of January 1. 
1975 and January 2.1975. 

Algonquin Gas requests that the Com¬ 
mission waive the requisite notice and 
grant special permission to permit the 
above-noted tariff sheets to become ef¬ 
fective on January 1.1975 and January 2, 
1975, w’hich win synchronize Algonquin 
Gas* rates with those of Texas Eastern 
in time for its February 7 billing for 
January sales. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street. NE.. Washington. D.C. 20426. In 
accordance with f| 1.8. 1.10 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
<18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions or 
protests should be filed on or before 
March 12. 1975. Protests will be consid¬ 
ered by the Commission In determining 
the appropriate action to be taken, but 
will not serve to make prote&tants parties 
to the proceeding. Any person wishing 
to become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on 
file with the Commission and are avail¬ 
able for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc,75-8687 Piled 3~13-75;8:45 ora] 


[Docket No. E-90921 

ARKANSAS*MISSOURI POWER CO. 
Extension of Procedural Dates 

March 6. 1975. 

On March 4, 1975. Staff Counsel filed 
a motion to extend the procedural dates 
fixed by order issued November 29. 1974. 
as most recently modified by notice is¬ 
sued February 19. 1975. in the above- 
designated matter. The motion states 
that the parties have been notified and 
have no objection. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

8enrloe of Staff* Testimony. April 15. 1075. 
Service of Intervener's Testimony. May 2. 
1975. 

Service of Company Rebuttal. May 16. 1075. 
Healing. June 3. 1975 (10 un. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|PR Doc.75-6688 Filed 8-13-75:8:45 am) 


! Docket No. RP75-641 

BERKSHIRE GAS CO. AND 
TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. 

Fifing of Complaint 

March 11. 1975. 

Take notice that on February 12. 1975. 
the Berkshire Gas Company (Berkshire) 
filed in Docket No. RP7S-64 a complaint 
against it* sole supplier of natural gas. 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a Di¬ 
vision of Tcnneco. Inc. (TGP). Berk¬ 
shire's complaint is based on TOP'S re¬ 
fusal to correct an error made by Berk¬ 
shire in submitting the end use data to 
TGP for use in the Implementation of 
TOP'S currently effective curtailment 
plan. Berkshire contends that TOP'S re¬ 
fusal (1) violates Its contract obligations 
to Berkshire to rectify obvious errors in¬ 
volved In transactions under the service 
contracts, (2) violates Tennessee’s obli¬ 
gation under its filed curtailment tariff 
to compile accurate end use data from 
Its customers. (3) violates the Commis¬ 
sion’s stated policy that pipelines must 
compile accurate end use data as an¬ 
nounced In Order No. 467-B and subse¬ 
quent orders in other curtailment pro¬ 
ceedings. and (4J is patently an unjust 
and unreasonable practice in violation of 
section 4 of the Natural Gas Act. 

Berkshire states that in response to a 
request from TOP. it provided a break¬ 
down of its end use volumes. In so doing 
Berkshire states it erroneously applied 
the Instructions provided by TGP In re¬ 
gard to priority of service category 2. 
This category was defined by TGP as 
follows: 

(2) Large commercial requirement* (60 
(Mcf[ or more on a peak day), firm Indus¬ 
trial requirements for plant protection, feed¬ 
stock, and process needs, pipeline customer 
storage Injection requirements and firm in¬ 
dustrial sales up to 300 mcf per day. 

Berkshire states that It interpreted the 
300 Mcf dally limitation relating to 
“firm industrial sales’* as applying to‘ail 
of the proceeding categories of “indus¬ 
trial requirements’’ enumerated in pri¬ 
ority 2. This interpretation resulted in 
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tlio inclusion of three of Berkshire's large 
industrial customers with Arm contracts 
for deliveries in excess of 300 Mcf per 
day in priority 3, even though their 
usage, Berkshire asserts is for “process* 4 
needs for which no alternate fuel other 
than propane is technically suitable: and 
therefore according to Berkshire is prop¬ 
erly placed in curtailment priority 2. Ac¬ 
cordingly, Berkshire requests the Com¬ 
mission order TOP to reclassify to pri¬ 
ority 2 the 545.431 Mcf which it asserts 
has been erroneously classified. 

Berkshire states that the good faith 
basis of its error has not been disputed 
by TOP, and that the propriety of the 
requested change Is supported by the 
sworn affidavits and underlying con¬ 
tracts which were submitted with Its 
filing. 

Additionally, Berkshire requests ex¬ 
pedited action on its complaint since, it 
asserts, as a result of Its error. It has 
suffered the loss of substantial volumes 
of gas to its financial detriment: that 
the period for comment and response be 
limited to 15 days after it has been 
noticed by the Commission: and that if 
relief be granted it be prospective only so 
that future curtailments by TOP will be 
based on Berkshire's corrected end use 
data. 

A shortened notice period in this pro¬ 
ceeding may be in the public Interest. 
Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should Ale a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE.. Washington. D.C. 20426. in 
accordance with (9 18 or 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure (18 CFR 1.8. MO). All petitions or 
protests should be Aled on or before 
March 19. 1975. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must Ale a 
petition to Intervene. Copies of this Aling 
are on Ale with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Mary B. Kidd, 
Acting Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-6679 Piled 3-11-75:10:47 am] 


(Docket No. ^8713) 

CAROLINA POWER AND LIGHT CO. 
Further Extension of Procedural Dates 
March 6. 1975. 

On March 4. 1975, Carolina Power and 
Light Company Aled a motion to extend 
the procedural dates fixed by order Is¬ 
sued December 12. 1974, as most recently 
modlAed by notice Issued February 7, 
1975, in the above-designated matter. 
The motion states that the parties have 
been notiAed and have no objection. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modlAed as follows: 

Service of Company’s Testimony, April II, 
1975. 


Service of Staffs Testimony. July 11, 1975. 
Hearing. July 23, 1975 (10 am. eat). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, 

I PR Doc.75-6685 Piled 3-13-75:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. CI74-124( 

CASTLE. INC. 

Application To Withdraw Abandonment Ap- 
plication and Terminate Proceeding and 
Motion To Be Governed by Another Rate 
Schedule 

March 6. 1975. 

Take notice that on February 24. 1975, 
Castle. Inc. (Applicant). 205 North Main, 
Butler, Pennsylvania 16001. Aled In 
Docket No. CI74-124 an application to 
withdraw its application Aled pursuant 
to section 7(b) of the Natural Gas Act 
to abandon the sale of natural gas to 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corpo¬ 
ration (Transco) in the La Oloria Field. 
Brooks and Jim WeiLs Counties, Texas, 
and Aled In the same docket a motion to 
make sales of natural gas pursuant to 
Mobil Oil Corporation (Operator) FPC 
Oas Rate Schedule No. 318 from the La 
Gloria Field to Natural Gas Pipeline 
Company of America (Natural), all as 
more fully set forth in the Alings sub¬ 
mitted in the subject docket, which are 
on Ale with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

The instant Alings are prompted, ac¬ 
cording to Applicant, by the settlement 
reached in the proceeding in “Hilda B. 
Weinert and Jane W. Blumberg. et al.. M 
in Docket No. 0-2730, et al. Applicant 
states that it has entered into a contract 
dated November 7. 1974, with Transco to 
sell gas in the La Gloria Field, and. there¬ 
fore. desires to withdraw its application 
for abandonment of sale to Transco. 

Applicant also reasserts its request 
that the Commission immediately grant 
its motion to have its sales in the La 
Gloria Field to Natural be governed by 
Mobil’s rate schedule in lieu of H. H. 
Phllllpps, Jr., FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 3. Applicant Aled said motion on 
January 9, 1974, in the instant docket. 
By order of June 24. 1974, the Commis¬ 
sion ruled that it would consider Appli¬ 
cant's Interest In the La Gloria Field 
sale to Transco covered by Mobil’s rate 
schedule pending issuance of authoriza¬ 
tion to abandon the sale In Docket No. 
C174-124. Applicant’s sales to Natural 
however, continue to be governed by the 
Phillips rate schedule. Applicant con¬ 
tends that its present interest would be 
better served if such sales were governed 
by the rate Alings of Mobil as operator 
of the La Oloria Field. 

Applicant states that both It and 
Mobil have executed amendments to the 
existing contracts with Natural In the 
same form and that both Applicant and 
Mobil are selling to Natural on the same 
contractual basis. Applicant contends 
that no purpose would be served by post¬ 
poning authorization for Applicant to be 
governed by the rate Alings of Mobil for 


sales to Natural until Anal outcome of 
the proceeding in the instant docket. 

The Phillips rate schedule consists of 
a contract dated September 12, 1947, un¬ 
der which Applicant originally sold gas 
to Transco from the La Gloria Field at a 
rate of 13.03921 cents per Mcf at 14.65 
psia. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application to withdraw abandonment 
application and said motion to be gov¬ 
erned by another rate schedule should on 
or before March 27, 1975, Ale with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the require¬ 
ments of the Commissi on's r ules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or MO), 
All protests Aled with the Commission 
will be considered by It in determining 
the appropriate action to be taken but 
will not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a proceed¬ 
ing or to participate as a party in any 
hearing therein must Ale a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission's rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(PR Doc 75 6089 Piled 3-13-75:8:45 *m| 


(Docket No. ID-17581 

CHARLES T. FISHER. Ill 
Initial Application 

March 7. 1975. 

Take notice that on February 24. 1975, 
Charles T. Fisher. Ill (Applicant) Aled 
an initial application with the Federal 
Power Commission, pursuant to section 
305(b) of the Federal Power Act to hold 
the following positions: 

Director. The Detroit Edison Company. Pub- 
llo Utility. 

Director, General Motors Corp, Public 
UtUlty. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 20. 
1975. Ale with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington. D.C. 20426, peti¬ 
tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). 
All protests filed with the Commission 
will be considered by it in determining 
the appropriate action to be taken but 
will not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Persons wish¬ 
ing to become parties to a proceeding or 
to participate as a party In any hearing 
therein must file petitions to intervene in 
accordance with the Commission's rules. 
The application is on file with the Com¬ 
mission and available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary, 

I PR Doc.75-6690 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 *m| 
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(Docket Noe. RP75-65, POA75-8 | 
COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Purchased Gas Cost Account 

March 6,1975. 

Take notice that Columbia Gas Trans¬ 
mission Corporation < Columbia) on 
February 28. 1975, tendered for filing 
proposed changes In its FPC Gas Tariff, 
Original Volume No. 1 to become effec¬ 
tive April 1,1975, as follows: 

Twenty-flrtt Revised Sheet No. 18 
8© with Revised Sheet No. 84A 
Eleventh Revised Sheet No. 64B 

These proposed changes are being made 
pursuant to Columbia's Purchased Gas 
Cost Adjustment provision contained in 
section 20 of the General Terms and 
Conditions of its FPC Gas Tariff, Origi¬ 
nal Volume No. 1, and Opinion 699-H 
which permitted a one-time special PGA 
filing. Columbia states that the rate ad¬ 
justment provides for increased costs 
of gas purchased of 196.257.259 annu¬ 
ally, which the surcharge provides for 
the recovery of deferred purchased gas 
coats of $17,001,447 over the five-month 
period April. 1975. through August. 1975. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the company's Jurisdictional customers 
and interested state commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street NE.. Washington. D.C. 20428. In 
accordance with $2 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before March 18. 1975. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to Intervene. Copies of 
this filing are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kknntth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-8882 Filed 3 13-75:8.46 am) 


(Docket No. CP72-S041 

COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 

AND TEXAS EASTERN TRANSMISSION 

CORP. 

Petition To Amend 

March 7,1975. 

Take notice that on February 20, 1975, 
Columbia Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Columbia), PO. Box 1273, Charleston. 
West Virginia 25325, and Texa s Eas tern 
Transmission Corporation < TETCO >, 
PO. Box 2521, Houston. Texas 77001, 
filed in Docket No. CP72-304 a joint 
petition to amend the order issued in 
the subject docket pursuant to section 
7(e) of the Natural Gas Act so as to 
authorized the exchange of natural gas 
between the two companies at additional 
delivery points, all as more fully set 


forth in the petition to amend, which 
Is on file with the Commission and open 
to public Inspection. 

Petitioners are authorised in the sub¬ 
ject docket to exchange gas and to con¬ 
struct and operate facilities for such 
exchanges and have each filed the ap¬ 
plicable exchange agreement as part of 
their respective tariffs. 

By the instant petition Columbia and 
TETCO propose to exchange gas by 
delivering gas to one or more of their 
Joint customers for the account of the 
other. Petitioners propose to make such 
deliveries through mutual dispatching 
arrangements among Columbia, TETCO 
and the Joint customer or customers. 
Deliveries of gas to any Joint customer 
would no t exc eed the total deliveries of 
gas that TETCO and Columbia arc au¬ 
thorized to deliver to that Joint cus¬ 
tomer on that day. The Joint customers 
include Equitable Gas Company. Eliza¬ 
bethtown Gas Company. National Gas 
and Oil Corporation and the Penn Fuel 
Gas Companies. The petition to amend 
states that no additional facilities are 
required in order to make such deliveries. 

The petition further states that the 
exchanges of natural gas and the con¬ 
struction and operation of the facilities 
previously authorized in the Instant 
docket were designed to serve as a pro¬ 
tective measure to insure continuity of 
service to customers served by both Co¬ 
lumbia and TETCO and that the addi¬ 
tional exchange points p ropos ed herein 
will give Columbia and TETCO added 
flexibility In making the exchanges and 
provide added assurance of continuity of 
service to c ustom ers served by both Co¬ 
lumbia and TETCO. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
March 21, 1975. file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington. D.C. 
20426. a petition to intervene or a pro¬ 
test in accordance with the requirements 
of the Commis sion's rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by It 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken but will not serve to make 
the protestants parties to the proceed¬ 
ing. Any person wishing to become a 
party to a proceeding or to participate as 
a party in any hearing therein must file 
a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.76-8802 Filed 3-18-75:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. E-9302] 

CONSUMERS POWER CO. 

Tariff Change 

March 7. 1975. 

Take notice that on March 3. 1975, 
Consumers Power Company (Consum¬ 
ers) tendered for filing its Certificate of 
Concurrence with the concurrent filing 


by The Detroit Edison Company (Detroit 
Edison) of a new Interconnection Agree¬ 
ment between Consumers Power and De¬ 
troit Edison as one party (Michigan 
Companies) and Ontario Hydro (Hydro) 
as the other party. Consumers states 
that the new Agreement, dated Janu¬ 
ary 29. 1975, cancels and supersedes an 
earlier Agreement between the same 
parties that was dated May 23. 1969. The 
former Agreement was designated Con¬ 
sumers Power Company Export Rate 
Schedule FPC No. 24 and Detroit Edison 
Export Rate Schedule FPC No. 13. 

Consumers further states that the new 
Agreement has the effect, based on ac¬ 
tual transactions between the parties 
during the 12 months ending Decem¬ 
ber 1974, of increasing payments by the 
Michigan Companies to Hydro for Ca¬ 
pacity Power by $1.5 million, or 20 per¬ 
cent and for Short-Term Power by $3 
minion, or 7 percent. 

Consumers alleges that the new 
Agreement is Intended to establish rates 
for Capacity and Short-Term Power that 
will more adequately reflect current 
fixed charges related to generation and 
transmission facilities as weil os to allow 
recovery of the out-of-pocket costs as¬ 
sociated with supplying energy under 
the Agreement. 

Copies of the filing were served on The 
Detroit Edison Company, Ontario Hydro 
and the Michigan Public Service Com¬ 
mission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said Agreement should file a pe¬ 
tition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE.. Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with 22 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commiss ion's rules of practice and 
procedure <18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before March 20. 1975. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
Agreement are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. (Order No. 487. 38 FR 19967, July 26. 
1973). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc 75-0691 Plied 8-28-75:8:45 ami 


(Docket Nos. CP74-227. CP73-135. CP74-212) 

DISTRIGAS CORP. AND DISTRIGAS OF 
MASSACHUSETTS CORP. 

Extension of Time 

March 6. 1975. 

On March 4, 1975, Distrigas Corpora¬ 
tion and Distrigas of Massachusetts Cor¬ 
poration filed a motion to extend the pro¬ 
cedural dates fixed by notice issued Feb¬ 
ruary 28. 1975, In the above-designated 
matter. The motion states that the par¬ 
ties have been notified and have no 
objection. 
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Upon consideration* notice i s hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Service of Company's Direct Case, March 27, 
1975. 

Hearing. April 1,1975 (10 ajn. exit). 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 75-6686 Piled 3-13-75.8;45 amj 


| Docket No. RP76-70| 

EQUITABLE GAS CO. 

Order Initiating Hearing 

March 10. 1975. 

On January 9,1975, Suitable Gas Com¬ 
pany submitted a letter to Mr. Lorln H. 
Dronnan, Jr., the Commission’s Chief 
Accountant, requesting that further con¬ 
sideration be given to Equitable's request 
for approval to transfer an amount of 
$11,576,206 from the accumulated pro¬ 
vision for depreciation to retained earn¬ 
ings. The requested adjusting entry is 
proposed to compensate for allegedly 
excessive depreciation charges recorded 
in the period 1920-1939 by a predecessor 
company prior to its acquisition by 
Equitable over 20 years ago. 

Equitable's request was originally de¬ 
nied by the Commission by letter-order 
of the Secretary dated June 11, 1974. 
Equitable’s application for rehearing of 
the June 11 letter-order was denied on 
August 8. 1974. 

Equitable continues to argue that the 
Commission’s rejection of its proposed 
accounting adjustment Is Improper. In 
support of its request for reconsideration 
of the matter by the Commission. Equi¬ 
table has included letters of opinion from 
representatives of The First Boston Cor¬ 
poration. Moody's Investors Service. Inc., 
Standard and Poor’s Corporation, and 
Arthur Young fc Company, all of whom 
support the adjustment proposed by 
Equitable. The company further enu¬ 
merates a series of arguments in support 
of the adjustment, among which the fact 
is that the proposed entry has been ap¬ 
proved by the Pennsylvania and West 
Virginia regulatory commissions which 
exercise Jurisdiction over the rates of the 
customers Involved. 

Based on our review of Equitable’s let¬ 
ter request. Including the attached ma¬ 
terials. we find that the arguments made 
by Equitable are sufficient to warrant 
further investigation into this matter. 
At the same time, we are not prepared to 
make a final ruling on the basis of the 
present submittals, which are in the na¬ 
ture of pleadings. We shall therefore set 
the entire matter for hearing in accord¬ 
ance with i 158.7 of the regulations un¬ 
der the Natural Gas Act. The prior orders 
of June 11 and August 8,1974, will remain 
in effect pending the hearings and de¬ 
cision thereon. However in the event 
the Commission ultimately finds In favor 
of Equitable’s claim, the previous orders 
will be vacated. 

The Commission finds. It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and in 


carrying out the provisions of the Na¬ 
tural Gas Act that the Commbislon enter 
upon a hearing concerning the reason¬ 
ableness of the accounting entries pro¬ 
posed herein by Equitable Gas Company. 

The Commission orders. (A> pursuant 
to the authority of the Natural Gas Act. 
particularly sections 5, 9. and 15 there¬ 
of. and the Commission’s rules and regu¬ 
lations. a public hearing shall be held 
commencing on June 17. 1975. at 10 tun. 
<c.d.U, in a healing room of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, concerning the reasonable¬ 
ness of the accounting entries proposed 
herein by Equitable Gas Company. 

iB> On or before Apnl 21. 1975. 
Equitable shall serve its direct eviden¬ 
tiary case, consisting of prepared testi¬ 
mony and exhibits in support of .the 
proposed adjustments. The prepared 
testimony and exhibits of the Commis¬ 
sion staff and any intervenors shall be 
served on or before May 21,1975. 

(C) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge for that purpose 
(see Delegation of Authority, 18 CFR 
3.5(d)) shall preside at the hearing ini¬ 
tiated by this order, shall conduct such 
hearing In accordance with the Natural 
Gas Act. the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, and the terms of this order. 

(D) Notice is hereby given of the hear¬ 
ings to be held pursuant to this order. 
Any person desiring to be heard or to 
participate in the hearings should file a 
petition to Intervene with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. NE., Washington. D.C. 20426, In 
accordance with ft 1.8 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure. 
(18 CFR 1.8), All such petitions should 
be filed on or before March 26. 1975. 

‘E> The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal 1 Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-6693 Piled 3-13-75:8:46 am) 


[Docket No. C174—326. Cl74-3811 

FOURWAY OIL CO. 

Withdrawal and Cancellation of Hearing 
March 6, 1975. 

On February 26, 1975. Fourway Oil 
Company filed a withdrawal of Its appli¬ 
cation for abandonment in the above- 
designated matter which was set for 
hearing by order issued February 10. 
1975. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to 11.11(d) of the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, the with¬ 
drawal of the above application shall 
become effective March 28, 1975. The 
hearing scheduled for March 11, 1975 is 
cancelled. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|KR Doc.75-6694 PUcd 3-13-75;8:45 ami 


| Project No. 23741 

HAMMERMILL PAPER CO. AND 

WATERVLIET PAPER CO. INC. 

Application for Transfer of License 
March 7, 1975. 

The Hammennlll Paper Company of 
Erie, Pennsylvania. Licensee for Project 
No. 2374—Paw Paw River, and the 
Watervliet Paper Company, Inc., of 
Watervllct. Michigan, filed a Joint appli¬ 
cation on November 22. 1974, as supple¬ 
mented on January 21, 1975. requesting 
the transfer of the license from Ham- 
mermill to the Watervliet Paper Com¬ 
pany The project is located on the Paw 
Paw River in the City of Watervliet, 
Berrien County, Michigan. Correspond¬ 
ence should be addressed to Mr. L. M. 
Shadduck, Plant Engineer. Watervliet 
Paper Company. Inc., 279 Paw* Paw, 
Watervliet. Michigan 49098, and to 
Mr. R. J. Kilgore. Vice President, Secre¬ 
tary and General Counsel. Hammennlll 
Paper Company. 1540 East Lake Road, 
Erie, Pennsylvania 16533. 

The license was issued to the Ham- 
mermill Paper Company on March 3, 
1965. and terminates on December 31, 
1990. The Licensee merged with the 
Watervliet Paper Company on Decem¬ 
ber 1. 1958 and emerged as the surviving 
Company. 

On October 3. 1974. the Watervliet 
Paper Company, Inc. was created as a 
new corporate entity. The Joint appli¬ 
cation requests that the Commission 
approve the transfer of the license to the 
new corporate entity. Watervliet Paper. 

The Paw Paw River project consists 
of: <1> A concrete dam approximately 
8 feet high and 86 feet long surmounted 
with wooden dashboards two feet high 
on steel ways; <2> a head-race channel 
extending from the dam to the mill 
which is located approximately 2.000 feet 
dowmstream from the dam; (3) a small 
forebay pond: (4) a concrete spillway 
located on the head-race channel about 
500 feet upstream from the mill; (5) a 
rack house or Intake; (6) two steel 
flumes; (7) a powerhouse containing a 
446 horsepower turbine connected to a 
375 kva generator; and (8* appurtenant 
electrical and mechanical facilities. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make protest with reference to this 
application should on or before April 14. 
1975. file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington. D.C. 20426, pro¬ 
tests or petitions to Intervene in accord¬ 
ance with the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the Commis¬ 
sion will be considered by it In deter¬ 
mining the appropriate actions to bo 
taken, but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to a proceeding. Per¬ 
sons wishing to become parties to a pro¬ 
ceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must flic petitions 
to intervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission's rules. 
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The application la on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

KeNNKrni P. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.75-6695 Filed 3-13-76:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. E-G023] 

INTERSTATE POWER CO. 
Extension of Procedural Dates 

March 6 . 1975. 

On March 5. 1975, Staff Counsel filed 
a motion to extend the procedural dates 
fixed by order Issued October 18. 1974. 
sued February 6. 1975, in the above- 
designated matter. The motion states 
that the parties have been notified and 
have no objection. 

as most recently modified by notice is- 
Upon consideration, notice Is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Service of Staff's Testimony, May 20, 1975. 
Service of Intervenor'e Testimony. June 3, 
1076. 

Service of Company Rebuttal, June 17, 1975. 
Hearing, July 1, 1075. (10 am. ed.t.). 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR Doc.75-6806 Plied 3-13-75:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. CP75-27J 

KANSAS NEBRASKA NATURAL GAS CO. 

INC. 

Amendment to Application 

March 7, 1975. 

Take notice that on February 18. 1975, 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, 
Inc. (Applicant). 300 North St. Joseph 
Avenue, Hastings. Nebraska 68901. filed 
in Docket No. CP75-27 an amendment 
to its application filed in the subject 
docket pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act requesting authorization 
for an exchange of natural gas between 
Applicant and El Paso Natural Gas 
Company (El Paso) by proposing the in¬ 
stallation of a direct connection between 
Applicant and El Paso for purposes of 
balancing any volumetric deficencies 
arising from said gas exchange, all as 
more fully set forth in the amendment 
which Is on file with the Commission and 
open to public Inspection. 

By its application in the subject docket 
filed August 1. 1974. 1 Applicant requests 
authorization to exchange with El Paso 
natural gas controlled by each party in 
the area of Roger Mills County, Okla¬ 
homa. and Hemphill and Wheeler Coun¬ 
ties, Texas, by means of existing facili¬ 
ties. Additionally, the application pro¬ 
vides for the balancing of any volumetric 
deficiencies that may occur by utilizing 
Applicant's and El Paso’s existing con¬ 
nections to the Kerr-McGee Corporation 
facilities in Hemphill County, Texas. Ap- 


* Notice of tbe application was published 
in the Fkdexal Rxomtui on August 21. 1074 
(30 PR 30203). 


pllcant explains, however, that the Kerr 
McGee facilities are no longer available 
to El Paso because El Paso and Kerr Mc¬ 
Gee have terminated a contractual ar¬ 
rangement. Accordingly, pursuant to an 
amendment to the Gas Exchange Agree¬ 
ment between Applicant and El Paso 
dated June 17. 1974. Applicant proposes 
the installation of a direct connection 
between the facilities of the two parties 
at a point approximately 100 yards from 
the aforementioned Kerr McGee facu¬ 
lties and adjacent to AppUcant's exist¬ 
ing Mesa compressor station in Hcmp- 
hUl County, Texas. 

The amendment indicates that Appli¬ 
cant intends to install dual metering 
facilities and a tap valve at an estimated 
cost of $22,000. The amendment further 
Indicates that Applicant and El Paso will 
share equally the cost of the proposed 
facilities. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
amendment to application should on or 
before March 26. 1975. file with the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission. Washington. 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the require¬ 
ments of the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure <18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) 
and the regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by It in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but wUl not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party In any hearing 
therein must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission’s 
rules. Any person who has heretofore 
filed a protest, petition to intervene or 
notice of intervention need not file again. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

| FR Doc.76-6607 Piled 3-13-75;8:46 am] 


| Docket No. £-9275) 

KANSAS POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Cancellation 

March 7. 1975. 

Take notice that on February 18. 1975. 
Kansas Power and Light Company (Kan¬ 
sas) tendered for filing a proposed can¬ 
cellation of FPC Rate Schedule No. 120. 
Said rate schedule was dated January 9. 
1970, between Dick Delaney and Kansas. 

Kansas states that the termination of 
the contract was effective July 12. 1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capital 
8trect NE.. Washington, DC. 20426, in 
accordance with $$ 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before March 26, 1975. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission In deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 


testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc 75-6608 Filed 3-13-76:8:46 ami 

(Docket No. £-02591 

LONG ISLAND LIGHTING CO. 

Application 

March 7,1975. 

Take notice that on February 6. 1974, 
Long Island Lighting Company (Appli¬ 
cant), filed an application pursuant to 
section 204 of the Federal Power Act 
seeking authority to issue short-term un¬ 
secured promissory notes in the aggre¬ 
gate principal amount not to exceed $175 
million and to issue commercial paper in 
a principal amount not to exceed $25 
million. All short-term securities are to 
bear final maturity dates of September 
30.1977. 

Applicant is incorporated under the 
laws of the State of New York, with its 
principal business office at Mlneoia, New 
York and is engaged in the electrical 
utility business within the State of New 
York. 

The net proceeds to be derived from 
the sale of the notes will be used to re¬ 
imburse the treasury and to finance ex¬ 
penditures against which other securities 
have not as yet been issued and for con¬ 
struction purposes. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 
28. 1975, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington. D.C. 20426 
petitions or protests in accordance with 
the requirements of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR 
1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Per¬ 
sons wishing to become parties to a pro¬ 
ceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file petitions 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. The application is on 
file with the Commission and Is available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

|FR Doc.75-6099 Filed 3-13-76:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. ID-1700] 

MAURICE J. FELDMANN 
Initial Application 

March 7. 1975. 

Take notice that on March 3, 1975, 
Maurice J. Fcldmann (Applicant) filed 
an initial application with the Federal 
Power Commission, pursuant to section 
305(b) of the Federal Power Act to hold 
the following positions: 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 40. NO. 51—FRIDAY, MARCH 14, 1975 












11912 


NOTICES 


Vico Provident, Boston BdUon Company. 

Public Utility. 

Director, Connecticut Yankee Electric Power 

Company, Public Utility. 

Director, Yankee Atomic Electric Company, 

Public Utility. 

Boston Edison Company, a Massachu¬ 
setts corporation. Is an operating utility 
engaged primarily in the generation, 
transmission, distribution, purchase and 
sale of electric energy. As an incident to 
its electric business, the Company Is en¬ 
gaged in the generation, distribution and 
sale of steam. 

Connecticut Yankee Atomic Power 
Company is engaged in the generation 
and sale of electricity. The Company sells 
its entire net electric output to its utility 
company stockholders. 

The Yankee Atomic Electric Company 
is engaged in the generation and sale of 
electricity. The Company sells its entire 
net electrical output to its utility com¬ 
pany stockholders. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 
25. 1975, file with the Federal Power 
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20426, 
petitions to intervene or protests in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1,10). All protests filed with the Commis¬ 
sion will be considered by it in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be taken 
but will not serve to moke the protes- 
tants parties to the proceeding. Persons 
wishing to become panics to a proceeding 
or to participate as a party in any hear¬ 
ing therein must hie petitions to Inter¬ 
vene in accordance with the Commis¬ 
sion's rules. The application is on file 
with the Commission and available for 
public Inspection. 

KzKxtrm F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[TJl Doc.76-6700 Piled 3-13-75,8:45 am) 


(Docket Noe. E 8394. E 84391 

METROPOLITAN EDISON CO. 

Order Approving Settlement Agreements 
March 7. 1975. 

On November 6, 1974. the Presiding 
Administrative Law Judge in these pro¬ 
ceedings certified to the Commission two 
settlement agreements, one related to 
each of the above referenced dockets. 
Notice of the certification was Issued on 
November 18,1974. with comments on the 
certification due by November 26, 1974. 
Two comments have been received, one 
by Staff, the other by an intervenor, the 
Borough of Kutztown. Both favor the 
settlement agreements. 

These proceedings involve two filings 
made by the Metropolitan Edison Com¬ 
pany (Company). The first was filed 
September 10. 1973, in Docket No. E- 
8394 and proposed a rate increase of 
$356,018 to Allegheny Electric Coopera¬ 
tive (Allegheny). On November 9. 1973, 
the Commission issued an order which 
suspended the rate increase for five 
months and ordered the Company to file 
a fuel clause conforming to Opinion No. 


633. Hie second filing was made on No¬ 
vember 9.1973, in Docket No. E-8439 and 
proposed rate increases totaling $1,620,- 
734 to Hershey Electric Company (Her¬ 
shey) and four municipal customers, the 
Boroughs of Kutztown. Goldsboro, Lew is- 
berry, and Royal ton. Hershey and Kutz¬ 
town sought and were granted the right 
to intervene. On December 7, 1973, the 
Commission suspended the proposed In¬ 
crease for 5 months and ordered the 
Company to file a fuel clause conform¬ 
ing with Opinion No. 633. The Commis¬ 
sion also consolidated the two dockets. 
Hearings were held on August 21, 1974 
pursuant to Commission order at which 
time the prepared testimony was ad¬ 
mitted to the record and the hearing 
was recessed to permit settlement dis¬ 
cussions. After several conferences the 
settlement proinxwls were submitted to 
the Presiding Administrative Law Judge. 

The proposed settlement in Docket No. 
E-8439 will result in an Increase of 
$1,388,298 based on a 1972 test year. 
Summary of the settlement cost of serv¬ 
ice is shown on attached Appendix A. 1 

A summary of the settlement provi¬ 
sions at Docket No. E-8439 is as follows: 

Article I prorides that: 

(X) There will bo a reduction In the num¬ 
ber of blocks In the demand charge from five 
to three; 

(2) There will be an elimination of the 
certain restrictions on service for resale, re¬ 
strict loo* which prohibited the resale of en¬ 
ergy to other than ultimate consumer*: and 

(3) There will be a new fuel clause Hied, 
sold clause being contained in the agreement. 

Article n provides that there will be 
a moratorium on new rate increase fil¬ 
ings until March 1. 1975, except that: 

(1) The company may file for a rate in¬ 
creese In a cast where there are significant 
changes In the load of a customer a* a re¬ 
sult of the elimination of the restriction* 
referred to above: and 

(2) The company may file a new fuol 
clause to conform with Order No. 517. 

Article V provides that the settlement 
is expressly conditioned on acceptance 
by the Commission with necessary waiver 
of regulations pertaining to filing 
requirements. 

The settlement agreement in Docket 
No. E-8394 provides for the rates as orig¬ 
inally filed by the Company. A summary 
of the settlement cost of service is shown 
on attached Appendix B. a 

The settlement agreement provides 
that there will be a moratorium on new 
rate increase filings until May 10. 1975. 
The fuel adjustment clause to be used 
will be the one accepted by Commission 
order dated January 29. 1974. The fuel 
adjustment clause differs from the fuel 
adjustment clause in the agreement in 
E-8439 only In that the loss factor is dif¬ 
ferent doe to different voltages. The set¬ 
tlement is expressly conditioned upon 
Commission acceptance of it. 

Our review of these settlement agree¬ 
ments, as well as the entire record in this 


1 Appendix A filed as port of the original 

document. 

■ Appendix B filed as part of the original 

document. 


proceeding indicates Uiat the proposed 
settlement agreements adequately re¬ 
solve the issues raised by the filings, arc 
In the public interest, and should there¬ 
fore be approved and made effective as 
hereinafter ordered and conditioned. 

The Commission finds. Approval of the 
settlement agreements certified to us by 
the Presiding Administrative Law Judge 
in this proceeding are reasonable and 
appropriate in the public interest in car¬ 
rying out the provisions of the Federal 
Power Act. 

The Commission orders . (A) The set¬ 
tlement agreements certified to us by the 
Presiding Administrative Law Judge are 
incorporated herein by reference, ap¬ 
proved and made effective as provided 
by the provision of the settlement 
agreements. 

(B) Within 30 days of the date of is¬ 
suance of tliis order, the Company shall 
file revised tariff sheets consistent with 
the provisions of this order and the ap¬ 
proved settlement agreements. 

<C) This order is without prejudice to 
any findings or orders which have been 
made or which will hereafter be made by 
the Commission, and is without preju¬ 
dice to any claims or contentions which 
may be made by the Commission, its 
staff, or any party or person affected by 
this order, in any proceeding now pend¬ 
ing or hereafter Instituted by or against 
the Company or any person or party, 
except as provided in the settlement 
agreements. 

0» The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

(seal] Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.75-6701 PlLed 3-13-78:8:46 am) 


(Docket No. CP74-3Q2J 

MICHIGAN WISCONSIN PIPE LINE CO. 

Petition To Amend 

March 7,1975. 

Take notice that on February 18, 1975. 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Company 
(Petitioner). One Woodward Avenue, De¬ 
troit. Michigan 48226. filed in Docket 
No. CP74-302 a petition to amend the 
order of the Commission issued In said 
docket on July 22. 1974, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act by au¬ 
thorizing Petitioner to increase the total 
expenditure for "budget-type" natural 
gas purchase facilities from $7 million to 
$8 million, to increase the authorized 
limitation for any single onshore proj¬ 
ect from $1 million to $1.5 million, and 
to increase (he authorized limitation for 
a single offshore project from $1.75 mil¬ 
lion to $2.5 million, all as more fully set 
forth in the petition to amend which Is 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

By the order Issued July 22. 1974. 
Petitioner was granted "budget-type'* 
authorization to construct, during a 
twelve-month period commencing July 
13. 1974. and operate various facilities 
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for the purpose of connecting into its 
pipeline system, new supplies of natural 
gas from producers authorized to sell to 
Petitioner. The authorized total expend¬ 
iture for facilities is limited to $7,000,000 
subject to the further limitations that no 
single oashore project will exceed a cost 
of $1,000,000 and no single offshore proj¬ 
ect will exceed a cost of $1,750,000. By 
Order No. 522 issued January 16. 1075, 
and effective February 21.1976, in Dock¬ 
et No. RM75-2. the Commission amended 
f 157.7 of its Regulations under the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act to authorize the lesser of 
$12,000,000 or 2 percent of an Applicant’s 
gas plant for'gas purchase facilities un¬ 
der budget type authorization. Addition¬ 
ally, the cost of facilities therein for any 
single onshore project has been increased 
to the lesser of $1.5 million or 25 percent 
of the total budget amount except that 
a single offshore project is limited to the 
lesser of $2.5 million or the total budget 
amount. Applicant states the modifica¬ 
tion requested in tills petition are within 
the limitations prescribed in Docket No. 
RM75-2 and will facilitate the construc¬ 
tion of various projects within Peti¬ 
tioner’s budget authorization which were 
previously precluded due to limitations 
on expenditures. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
March 25, file with the Federal Power 
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20426. a 
petition to intervene or protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Oas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.75-6702 Filed 3-13-75.8:46 am) 


(Docket No. E-0O58J 

MISSISSIPPI POWER AND LIGHT CO. 
Extension of Procedural Dates 

March 6. 1975. 

On March 4. 1975. Staff Counsel filed 
a motion to extend the procedural dates 
fixed by order issued December 20. 1974, 
In the above - designated matter. The mo¬ 
tion states that the parties have been 
notified and have no objection. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter arc modified as follows: 

Bervlce of 8t*fr* Testimony. Mny 13. 1975. 
Service of Intorvenors Twtlmony. Mny 27. 
1976. 

Service of Company Rebuttal. June 10, 1975. 
Hearing. June 24. 1975 (10 aJn. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.75-8703 Piled 3-13-75;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP72-140. PGA 75-71 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Proposed Change In Rates 

March 8 . 1975. 

Take notice that Mississippi River 
Transmission Corporation (MRT) on 
February 21, 1975 tendered for filing 
Twenty-Seventh Revised Sheet No. 3A to 
Us FPC Gas Tariff. First Revised Volume 
No. 1 to become effective March 1, 1975. 

MRT states that the instant filing is 
being made pursuant to the provisions of 
MRTs purchased gas cost adjustment 
clause to its tariff to reflect rate change 
filings of United Gas Pipe Line Company 
(United) and Natural Gas Pipeline Com¬ 
pany of America (Natural) which are 
being filed pursuant to the Opinion No. 
699-H, Docket No. R389-B. MRT has 
been advised by United that its filing will 
be made February 21. 1975 to become 
effective March 1, 1975. Natural has ad¬ 
vised MRT that it will track United’s 
February 21 filing to become effective on 
the same day as United’s rate change. 

MRT submitted schedules containing 
computations supporting the rate 
changes to be effective March 1. 1975. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission in accordance with 
§5 1.8 and 1.10 of the Commissi on’s r ules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8. 
1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before March 17. 
1975. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make Protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to be¬ 
come a party must file a petition to inter¬ 
vene unless such petition has previously 
been filed. Copies of the filing arc on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Ktnnith F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.75-8883 Plied 3-13-75:8:45 ami 


[Docket No. CP75-242) 

MOUNTAIN FUEL SUPPLY CO. 

Notice of Application 

March 7. 1975. 

Take notice that on February 24, 1975, 
Mountain Fuel Supply Company (Appli¬ 
cant), 180 East First South Street, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84139, filed in Docket No. 
CP75-242 an application pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing Applicant to trans¬ 
port gas for and exchange gas with Colo¬ 
rado Interstate Oas Company, a division 
of Colorado Interstate Corporation 
(CIG), pursuant to the terms of a gas 
purchase and exchange agreement be¬ 
tween the parties dated January 2. 1975. 
all as more fully set forth in the applica¬ 
tion, which is on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and open to public inspection. 

The application states that CIG has a 
supply of gas which is available, or may 
become available, from acreage which 
CIG controls in the North Hiawatha Field 


Area, Sweetwater County. Wyoming. Ap¬ 
plicant proposes to receive the gas from 
CIO at an existing 3-inch tap located in 
Moffat County. Colorado, on Applicant s 
pipeline. Applicant then will transport 
and redeliver said gas on a thermally 
equivalent basis from its Spearhead 
Ranch and Antelope Area supplies, which 
arc currently connected to CIO’s trans¬ 
mission system. Total volumes are ex¬ 
pected to average 3.400 Mcf per day. 

Pursuant to the subject agreement Ap¬ 
plicant has a continuing option to pur¬ 
chase 25 percent of the gas tendered by 
CIO, the price for which gas is set forth 
in the said agreement. 

No additional facilities arc proposed. 

Applicant states that by the instant 
proposal natural gas will be brought to 
market at the lowest reasonable cost to 
the ultimate consumer. 

Any perron desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 25. 
1975, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington. D.C. 20428. a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.- 
10.). All protests filed with the Commis¬ 
sion will be considered by it in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti¬ 
tion to Intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained In and subject 
to the Jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to Intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised. It will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.75 6704 FUed 3-13-75:8:45 am) 


[Docket No. RP74-I00. POA78-8) 

NATIONAL FUEL GAS SUPPLY CORP. 
Proposed PGA Rate Adjustment 

March 7. 1975. 

Take notice that on February 25, 1975, 
National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation 
(National) tendered for filing as part of 
its FPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 
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1, Second Revised Sheet No. 4, proposed 
to be effective March 1. 1975. 

National states that the sole purpose 
of tills revised tariff sheet Is to adjust 
National's rates pursuant to the PGA 
provision in section 17 of the General 
Terms and Conditions. National further 
states that such tariff sheet reflects an 
adjustment In National's rates of 2.99< 4 
per Mcf on Second Revised Sheet No. 4. 

It is stated that copies of the filing 
have been mailed to all of its Jurisdic¬ 
tional customers and affected state 
regulatory commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street. NE.. Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with If 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before March 20, 1975. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
flic a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenntth P. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PH Doc.75-6684 Filed 3 13 75:8:45 am) 


(Docket No E-8832) 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF 
COLORADO 

Extension of Procedural Dates # 

March 6.1975. 

On March 4. 1975. Staff Counsel filed 
a motion to extend the procedural dates 
fixed by order issued August 30, 1974, as 
most recently modified by notice issued 
January 9. 1975, in the above-designated 
matter. The motion states that the par¬ 
ties have been notified and have no ob¬ 
jection. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Service of 8tafTs Testimony. AprU 22, 1975. 
Service of Intervenor« Testimony. May 6, 
1975. 

Service of Company Rebuttal. May 20, 1975, 
Hearing. June 3,1975 (10 ajn. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.75-6706 Filed 3-13-78:8:45 am| 


(Docket No R-389-B) 

TEXAS PRODUCTION CO. ET AL 

Applications and Motions for Rehearing, 
Reconsideration and Clarification 

March 7.1975. 

Just and reasonable national rates for 
sales of natural gas from wells com¬ 
menced on or after January 1. 1973, and 
new dedications of natural gas to Inter¬ 
state Commerce on or after January 1, 
1973. 


On February 6, 1975, Texas Produc- 
t ion C ompany, Ecee. Inc. and Pinto, Inc. 
(TEP> and Natural Gas Pipeline Com¬ 
pany of America (Natural) filed an ap¬ 
plication for rehearing and reconsider¬ 
ation and a motion for reconsideration, 
respectively, of our Opinion Nos. 699-F 
and 699-L* * On February 14. 1975, Pan¬ 
handle Eastern Pipe Line Company and 
Trunkline Oas Company (Panhandle) 
filed an application for reconsideration 
and clarification of our Opinion No. 
699-H/ 

Although the aforesaid applications 
for rehearing and reconsideration were 
filed within the thirty day period after 
the issuance of the subject orders pro¬ 
vided for In section 19(a> of the Natural 
Oas Act,* by direction of the Court the 
record in Docket No. R-389-B was certi¬ 
fied to the Court of Appeals for the Fifth 
Circuit on January 14. 1975/ Con¬ 
sequently, under the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 19(b) of the Act, the exclusive Ju¬ 
risdiction to modify or set aside the or¬ 
ders issued by us in Docket No. Rr-389-B 
is now vested in the Court.’ 

However, insofar as the applications 
and motions ask for clarification of the 
orders in Docket No. R-389-B we may 
properly address ourselves to specific 
questions presented. In the Panhandle 
application (pp. 6-8) specific fact situa¬ 
tions are set forth which Panhandle 
states require clarification as to the ap¬ 
plicability of the national rate prescribed 
by the Commission In Docket No. R-389- 
B. As to avoid ambiguity or uncertainty 
we shall set forth the Panhandle ques¬ 
tions as posed, and our response thereto 
Immediately following each question. 

Panhandle postulates that •'• • • 
lelach of the following fact situations 
involves acreage (a) committed to an 
interstate pipeline by contract prior to 
January 1,1973: and (b) from which gas 
was being sold to such pipeline in inter¬ 
state commerce prior to January 1, 
1973/* And. first, it asks “fdloes the 
higher new national rate apply to gas 
from: 

(1) A new well commenced on or after 
January 1. 1973, and completed In the same 
reservoir as the original well. 

A. where the original well became Incap¬ 
able of further commercial production due 
to watering out, depletion or other Impair¬ 
ment of an irremedial nature? 

B. where the original well Is plugged, or 
production from It Is discontinued because 
it Is deemed economically more beneficial to 
produce from the new weU? 


1 Opinion No. 699 P was Issued Novem¬ 
ber 7. 1974..FPC.and the Or¬ 

der Modifying In Part Opinion No. 699-F. 
to which Natural directs its motion was is¬ 
sued January 3. 1975,_.... FPC ....... 

Opinion No 699-1 was Issued January 7, 

1975.FPC. 

•Opinion No. 699-H was Issued Decem¬ 
ber 4. 1974.FPC. 

* 52 Stat. 831 (1938) : 15 US.C. 717r. 

< Transmission or the record to the Court 
may be required by it after a proceeding has 
been Instituted for review, under Pub. L. 85- 
791, Section 2, August 28. 1958, 72 Stat. 941: 
Pub L. 89-773. Section 5(a), (b), Novem¬ 
ber 6, I960. 80 Stat. 1323; 28 UA.C. 2112. 

“See, 'Mobil OU Corp. v. 417 US. 

263. 310 (1974), 


C where the original well continues to bo 
produced but a spacing order Is obtained 
permitting the drilling and production from 
the new well also?'* 

The answer to each of the questions is: 
no, the national rate does not apply be¬ 
cause in each instance the gas produced 
from the subject reservoir was com¬ 
mitted, or dedicated, to the interstate 
market under a contract executed prior 
to January 1, 1973, and gas was actually 
sold under that contract prior to Janu¬ 
ary 1, 1973. The differing fact situations 
which caused the drilling of the new well 
or wells is immaterial because the gas 
produced thereby comes from the reser¬ 
voir which was under production prior to 
January 1, 1973, pursuant to a pre-Janu¬ 
ary 1, 1973 contract dedication. 

Second. Panhandle asks if the national 
rate would apply to gas from: 

(2) A new completion commenced on or 
After January 1, 1973, in a well which was 
producing from a different reservoir prior to 
January 1.1973? 

A. Where recoverable gas remains In the 
original reservoir but it la deemed economi¬ 
cally more beneficial to complete and produce 
from the new reservoir? 

B. Where new completion Ulna reservoir 
previously known to be productive In such 
acreage? 

In each Instance the controlling fact 
would be the date of discovery of the new 
or second reservoir into which the new 
completion is commenced. Neither the 
commencement date of the new comple¬ 
tion. nor the fact situations set forth by 
Panhandle would affect the date of dis¬ 
covery of the new reservoir’itself. 

Third. Panhandle asks: 

n. With respect to newly discovered reser¬ 
voirs on committed acreage. Opinion No. 699 - 
H (at page 46) stated In part: 

''Wo shall provide that reservoirs, dis¬ 
covered on or after January 1, 1973, aa tbo 
result of a well commenced on or after 
January 1. 1973. on acreage dedicated to in¬ 
terstate commerce In such a manner that the 
•ale would not otherwise come within the 
provisions of I 2 56a(a) (1). shall be entitled 
to the rate determined In this proceeding." 

In the ordering provisions of Opinion 
No. 699-H (at page 86) provisions re¬ 
garding newly discovered reservoirs were 
added to I 2.56a In subsection (k). Para¬ 
graph (1) thereof specified that the new 
rate would be available for reservoirs 
"discovered on or after January 1, 1973," 
upon acreage previously dedicated under 
a contract dated prior to January 1,1973, 
but did not specify any commencement 
date with respect to the well discovering 
such reservoir. 

• • • • • 

The provisions referenced above raise 
the following questions: 

(1) Obviously the Commission needs to 
clarify Its regulations to reflect whether or 
not the newly discovered reservoir must have 
been discovered by a well commenced sub¬ 
sequent to, or must have been discovered by 
a well commenced prior to. January 1, 1973. 
As matters now stand, the Commission in 
said Opinion (at page 46) Indicates the well 
must have been commenced on or after Jan¬ 
uary 1, 1973, whereas the referenced letter of 
January 29, 1975. indicates that the well 
must (or may) have been commenced prior 
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to January 1,1973. The regulation* contained 
in | 2 5G»(k) are silent with respect thereto. 

(3) Further, the Commission should like¬ 
wise clarify whether or not it intended to 
provide In Opinion No. 698-H that the words 
"well* commenced M should mean and include 
"workovers" and/or 'Tecompletlons" • • 

Panhandle’s questions regarding newly 
discovered reservoirs are among those 
which caused us to amend Section 2.56 
<f><3), adopted by Ordering Paragraph 
<B> of Opinion No. 699-H. when we Is¬ 
sued Opinion No. 699-1 on January 7. 
1975. Our purpose was to make 5 2.58<f» 
(3) conform to § 2.56a(k) 11) which reads 
as follows: 

(1) In oil areas, the rate for natural gas 
produced from a reservoir discovered on or 
after January t» 1973, which is located upon 
acreage previously dedicated to Interstate 
commerce under a contract dated prior to 
January l, 1973. shall be determined by the 
date of discovery of such reservoir, in Ueu 
of the contract date. 

Hence, the date of commencement of the 
well is not material. 

The Commission finds. (1) The joint 
application filed by Trunkline Gas Com¬ 
pany and Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Company on February 14,1975, insofar as 
it seeks clarification of Opinion No. 699- 
H should be granted. 

(2) The motion for reconsideration 
filed by Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America filed on February 6. 1975, and 
the Application of Texas Production 
Company, Ecee. Inc. and Pinto, Inc. filed 
on February 6. 1975, should be dismissed 
as not now being within the Jurisdiction 
of the Commission to entertain. 

The Commission orders. (A) The Joint 
application filed by Trunkline Gas Com¬ 
pany and Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Company on February 14. 1975. insofar 
as it seeks clarification of Opinion No. 
699-H is granted, and the responses 
hereinabove set forth constitute our clar¬ 
ification thereof. 

(B) The Motion for Reconsideration 
filed by Natural Gas Pipeline Company 
of America filed on February 6,1975, and 
the application of Texas Production 
Company, Ecee, Inc. and Pinto. Inc. filed 
on February 6. 1975, are dismissed as 
not now being within the Jurisdiction of 
the Commission to entertain. 

By the Commission. 

(sxalI Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.75-6715 Filed 3-13-75:8:46 am] 


(Docket No. ID-17691 
RICHARD C. GERSTENBERG 
Initial Application 

March 7. 1975. 

Take notice that on February 24, 1975, 
Richard C. Gerstenberg. (Applicant) 
filed an initial application with the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 305(b) of the Federal Power Act to 
hold the following positions: 

Director, The Detroit Edison Company, Pub¬ 
lic UUllty. 

Director, General Motors Corp„ Public Utility. 


Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 20. 
1975. file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti¬ 
tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) • 
All protests filed with the Commission 
will be considered by it in determining 
the appropriate action to be taken but 
will not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Persons wish¬ 
ing to become parties to a proceeding 
or to participate os party in any hearing 
therein must file petitions to Intervene in 
accordance with the Commission's rules. 
The application is on file with the Com¬ 
mission and available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.76-6707 Filed 3-13-75:8:46 am) 


tProject No. 550) 

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC CO. 

Issuance of Interim License 

March 7. 1975. 

On March 4. 1974, San Diego Gas L 
Electric Company, Licensee for Project 
No. 559. located in the County of San 
Diego. State of California, filed an appli¬ 
cation for a new license under the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act <16 U.8.C. 791 ct seq.) 
and Commission Regulations thereunder 
(Part 4 and SI 16.12-16.13), 

The license for Project No. 559 was is¬ 
sued effective March 5, 1925 for a period 
ending March 4. 1975 In order to au¬ 
thorise the continued operation and 
maintenance of the Project pursuant to 
section 9(b) of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act (5 US.C. 558(c)) pending 
Commission action on Licensee's appli¬ 
cation, it is appropriate and in the pub¬ 
lic interest to issue an interim license 
to San Diego Gas & Electric Company, 
for continued operation and maintenance 
of Project No. 559. 

Take notice that an interim license Is 
Issued to San Diego Gas & Electric Com¬ 
pany (Licensee) under section 9(b) of 
the Administrative Procedure Act for the 
period March 5. 1975 to March 4, 1976, 
or until the Issuance of a new license for 
the project, whichever comes first, for the 
continued operation and maintenance of 
Project No. 559. subject to the terms and 
conditions of its present license. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.75-6706 Filed 8-13-75:8:46 am) 


(Docket No. HP73-49, PGA75-4] 

SOUTH GEORGIA NATURAL GAS CO. 
Revision to Tariff 

March 6, 1975. 

Take notice that on February 21,1975. 
South Georgia Natural Gas Company 
(South Georgia) tendered for filing as 
part of Original Volume No. 1 to Its FPC 


Gas Tariff the following revised tariff 
sheets: 

Eleventh Revised Sheet No. 3A 
Thirty-Sixth Revised Sheet No. 5 
Thirty-Fifth Revised Sheet No. 6 
Twenty-Seventh Revised Sheet No. 9 
Twenty-Sixth Revised Sheet No. 11 
Thirtieth Revised Sheet No. 12B 

South Georgia states that the above 
sheets represent a rate change under its 
PGA Clause, such clause approved to be¬ 
come effective April 14, 1973, by Com¬ 
mission Order in FPC Docket No. RP73- 
49 Issued April 13. 1973. The company 
further states that It proposes to increase 
its rates to Jurisdictional customers by 
$1,439,741 for the purpose of tracking a 
rate increase filing by Southern Natural 
Gas Company (Southern). The instant 
filing will Increase South Georgia's over¬ 
all cost of gas by $2,214,329 annually, ac¬ 
cording to South Georgia. An effective 
date of March 1. 1975 is requested. 

South Georgia has requested waiver of 
the forty-five (45) day notice require¬ 
ments as set forth In I 14.2(e) of the 
General Terms and Conditions of South 
Georgia’s FPC Gas Tariff. South Georgia 
states that knowledge of Southern's fil¬ 
ing. which South Georgia proposes to 
track, was not known to South Georgia 
in Ume to make it possible for South 
Georgia to comply with the forty-five 
(45) day notice requirement 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a pe¬ 
tition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission. 825 North 
Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with 5§ 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commiss ion’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before March 20. 1975. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of 
this application are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.75-6700 Filed 3-13-75,3:46 am) 


(Docket No. RP75-66J 
TEXAS GAS PIPE LINE CORP. 

Filing and Suspending Proposed Rate In¬ 
crease Granting Intervention and Estab¬ 
lishing Procedure 

March 7. 1975. 

On January 24, 1975, Texas Gas Pipe 
Line Corporation (TQPLC) tendered for 
filing proposed changes in its FPC Gas 
Tariff First Revised Volume No. I, 1 The 
proposed changes provide for a 34.46o 
per Mcf increase in the commodity por¬ 
tion of the rate charged for gas sold to 
Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Corpo¬ 
ration (Transco) and a 30.03* per Mcf 


1 First RevUed Sheet No. 8 and First Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 8. 
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increase in the rate charged for gas sold 
to Texas Eastern Transmission Corpo¬ 
ration (Texas Eastern). The proposed 
changes would result in increased reve¬ 
nues from jurisdictional sales and service 
by $1,644,141 based on a 12-month period 
ended October 31. 1974. as adjusted. 
TGPLC states that the principal reasons 
for the proposed rate increases are in¬ 
creased purchased gas costs, other in¬ 
creased operating expenses and to offset 
a net operating revenue deficiency. 
TGPLC has requested a proposed effec¬ 
tive date of March 10. 1975. 

TGPLC further requested the Com¬ 
mission to waive its Regulations insofar 
as it is necessary to treat its filing as a 
minor rate increase, requiring the filing 
of only Statements L. M, and N, 

Notice of TOPLC’s filing was Issued 
by the Commission on January 31, 1975 
with any comments, protests, or peti¬ 
tions to intervene due on or before Feb¬ 
ruary 13,1975. 

On February' 12. 1975, Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corporation filed a peti¬ 
tion to Intervene in this proceeding. 

Our review of TGPLC's January 24, 
1975 filing indicates that there are cer¬ 
tain issues raised which may require 
development in an evidentiary hearing. 
Tire proposed increases in rates and 
Charges have not been shown to be Just 
and reasonable and may be unjust, un¬ 
reasonable. unduly discriminatory or 
preferential or otherwise unlawful. We 
shall therefore suspend the effectiveness 
of TGPLC’s proposed rates for a period 
of five months, to become effective 
August 10, 1975 and establish a hearing 
procedure to determine the justness and 
reasonableness of TGPLC’s proposed 
rates. 

Our review of TGPLC’s filing further 
Indicates that the Information filed by 
TGPLC In Statements L. M. and N is 
sufficient for our analysis of the filing. 
We shall therefore treat TGPLC’s filing 
as a minor rate increase under ft 154.63 
<a>(3) and 154.63(b)(4) of our Regula¬ 
tions and not require TGPLC to file the 
additional Statements necessary for a 
major rate increase under 9 154.63(b) 
< 3 >. 

The Commission finds. (1) It is neces¬ 
sary and proper in the public interest 
and in carrying out the provisions of the 
Natural Gas Act. that the Commission 
suspend the effectiveness of the pro¬ 
posed rates filed by TGPLC on Janu¬ 
ary 24. 1975. and enter upon a hearing 
concerning the lawfulness of the pro¬ 
posed rates as hereinafter ordered. 

(2) Good cause exists to grant Texas 
Eastern Transmission Corporation's pe¬ 
tition to intervene. 

(3) Good cause exists to treat TGPLC's 
filing of January 24. 1975 as a minor 
rate increase under 99 154.63(a)(3) and 
154.63(b) (4> of our regulations. 

The Commission orders. CA) Pursuant 
to the authority of the Natural Gas Act, 
particularly sections 4. 5, 15, and 18 
thereof, and the Commission's rules and 
regulations, a public hearing shall be held 
on July 30,1975, in a hearing room of tho 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 


Capitol Street NE. Washington, D.C. 
20426, concerning the justness and rea¬ 
sonableness of the rates proposed In this 
proceeding. 

(B> Pending such hearing and a deci¬ 
sion thereon, TGPLC's proposed changes 
in its FPC Gas Tariff First Revised Vol¬ 
ume No. 1, First Revised Sheet Nos. 5 and 
8 are accepted for filing and their effec¬ 
tiveness suspended until August 10, 1975, 
at which time they may become effective, 
subject to refund. 

(C) On or before June 18. 1975, Com¬ 
mission Staff shall serve its prepared 
testimony and exhibits. Any prepared 
testimony or exhibits of intervenors shall 
be served on or before July 2,1975. Com¬ 
pany rebuttal shall be served on or before 
July 16.1975. 

(D) A Presiding Administrative Law 
Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge for that purpose 
(See Delegation of Authority. 18 CFR 
3.5(d)), shall preside at the hearing pro¬ 
vided for by tills order and shall other¬ 
wise conduct the hearing in accordance 
with the Commission's rules and regu¬ 
lations. 

(E> Texas Eastern Transmission Cor¬ 
poration's petition to Intervene in this 
proceeding 1s hereby granted. 

(F) TGPLC's request for waiver of our 
regulations Insofar as it is necessary to 
treat its filing of January 24. 1975 as a 
minor rate Increase under 99 154.63(a) 
(3) and 154.63(b)(4) Is hereby granted. 

<G> The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

f seal 1 Kenneth P. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-6711 Piled 3-13-76;8:45 Am) 


(Docket No. CP75-246J 

TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Application 

March 7. 1975. 

Take notice that on February 27. 1975. 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Applicant). PO. Box 1160, Ownesboro, 
Kentucky 42301, filed in Docket No. 
CP75-246 an application pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing Applicant to render 
a storage service of up to 12 million Mcf 
(at 14.7 psia) of natural gas for Trans¬ 
continental Pipe Line Corporation 
(Transco) during the period of April 16, 
1975, through April 15. 1976, all as more 
fully set forth in the application which 
is on file with the Commission and open 
to public Inspection. 

Applicant states that Transco will 
effectuate deliveries of natural gas to 
Applicant for injection into storage 
through Texas Eastern Transmission 
Corporation (Texas Eastern» at the ex¬ 
isting Interconnection of the facilities of 
Applicant and Texas Eastern near Leb¬ 
anon. Ohio, during the period April 16, 
1975, through November 15. 1975. Appli¬ 
cant states that during the period No¬ 


vember 16. 1975. to April 16, 1976. it will 
deliver the volumes of natural gas stored 
for Transco at the existing interconnec¬ 
tion of the facilities of Applicant and 
Transco near Eunice. Louisiana, Appli¬ 
cant points out that its deliveries to 
Transco will be subject to interruption 
when the capacity is needed by Applicant 
to meet the requirements of its firm cus¬ 
tomers. Provided, however , That Appli¬ 
cant must deliver 20 percent of such 
stored gas to Transco during any con¬ 
secutive thirty-day period, unless other¬ 
wise mutually agreed to by the two par¬ 
ties. Applicant states that it will be paid 
by Transco a storage fee of 29.56 cents for 
each Mcf of natural gas stored by Appli¬ 
cant for Transco. 

Applicant proposes neither new sales 
nor new’ facilities herein. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 27, 
1975, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington. D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest In accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the 
Commission' s rul es of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regu latio ns under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file 
a petition to Intervene in accordance 
with the Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and 
the Commission's rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity. If a peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene is timely filed, 
or If the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is re¬ 
quired, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised. It will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing, 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[rR Doc.75-6710 Filed 3-13-75;8:45 am( 


| Docket No. CT75-499! 

THOMAS G. VESSELS 
Application 

March 6, 1975. 

Take notice that on February 19, 1975. 
Thomas O. Vessels (Applicant), Cherry 
Creek Plaza. Suite 1220, 600 South Cherry 
Street, Denver, Colorado 80202. filed in 
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Docket No. CI75-499 an application pur¬ 
suant to 8ection 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public conven¬ 
ience and necessity authorizing the sale 
for resale and delivery of residue natural 
gas In interstate commerce to Panhan¬ 
dle Eastern Pipe Line Company (Pan¬ 
handle) from the tailgate of Applicant's 
Brighton Processing Plant, Weld County, 
Colorado, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which U on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant requests authorization to 
sell and deliver to Panhandle residue gas 
from Applicant's Brighton Plant for one 
year commencing on the date of Initial 
operation of the Brighton Plant (ex¬ 
pected to be March 15, 1975) within the 
contemplation of I 2.70 of the Commis¬ 
sion's general policy and interpretations 
(18 CFR 2.70). Applicant states that it 
intends to undertake a 60-dny emer¬ 
gency sale of gas to Panhandle within 
the contemplation of i 157.29 of the reg¬ 
ulations (18 CFR 157.29) when the plant 
commences operation if the requested 
certification has not yet been granted. 

Applicant proposes to sell approxi¬ 
mately 85.000 Mcf of gas per month to 
Panhandle at a base price of 60.0 cents 
per Mcf at 14.65 psla, subject to upward 
and downward Btu adjustment from a 
base of 1,000 Btu per cubic foot with up¬ 
ward adjustment limited to 1,200 Btu per 
cubic foot. The application Indicates that 
although Applicant shall have the right 
to take extractions from the residue gas. 
Applicant may be required to reimburse 
Panhandle for any reduction in heating 
value of the residue gas caused thereby. 

Applicant explains that the .volumes 
of residue gas to be delivered to Pan¬ 
handle for the proposed sale are dedi¬ 
cated under a long-term agreement with 
an Intrastate purchaser. Applicant states 
that said Intrastate purchaser has 
agreed, however, to permit Panhandle to 
purchase the gas on a limited-term basis. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 27, 
1975, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the 
Commissio n's ru les of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission's 
rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
tills application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 


herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

BCofNtni F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

| FR Doc.75-(5712 Piled 3-13-75;8:45 am) 


(Docket No. CP75-2381 

UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. 

Application 

March 7, 1975. 

Take notice that on February 19. 1975. 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (Appli¬ 
cant), 1500 Southwest Tower, Houston, 
Texas 77002. filed in Docket No. CP75-238 
an application pursuant to section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act, as implemented 
by 5 157.7(b) of the regulations there¬ 
under (18 CFR 157.7(b)), for a certifi¬ 
cate of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the construction during the 
12-month period commencing March 1, 
1975, and operation of certain natural 
gas purchase facilities, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

The stated purpose of this budget-type 
application is to augment Applicant's 
ability to act with reasonable dispatch 
in contracting for supplies of gas from 
various producing areas and connecting 
such gas to its pipeline system. 

Applicant states that the total cost of 
the proposed facilities will not exceed 
$12,000,000. with no single onshore proj¬ 
ect to exceed $1,500,000 and no single 
offshore project to exceed $2,500,000. Ap¬ 
plicant further states that the proposed 
facilities will be financed from funds on 
hand. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 25, 
1975. file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D.C. 20426. a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula tions 
under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
157.10). All protests filed with the Com¬ 
mission will be considered by it in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 


Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on Us own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
If the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.75-6713 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am) 


Docket No. CP75-235 

WEST TEXAS NATURAL GAS CO. 

Application 

March 7. 1975. 

Take notice that on February 13,1975, 
West Texas Natural Gas Co. (Applicant), 
P.O. Box 1621. Fort Stockton, Texas 
79735, filed in Docket No. CP75-235 an 
appUcatlon pursuant to section 1(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act and Part 152 of the 
Regulations thereunder for exemption 
from the provisions of the Natural Gas 
Act. all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant states that it was organized 
in October 1974 for the purpose of ac¬ 
quiring certain isolated irrigation gas 
systems located in Texas from the Peo¬ 
ples Natural Gas division of Northern 
Natural Gas Company which acquisition 
was effected as of August 27. 1974. Ap¬ 
plicant further states that it bills and 
services approximately 140 accounts for 
grantor taps on the system of Northern 
Natural Gas Company in West Texas. 
Applicant claims that it purchases all of 
its gas from three Interstate suppliers 
and three intrastate suppliers, 1 that all of 
said gas is sold only to intrastate markets 
in Pecos County. Texas,* and that Ap¬ 
plicant has no connection with any other 
Interstate pipelines other than the afore¬ 
mentioned three suppliers. 


*8c# following data: 

Source: Mcf 0/ go* 

Interstate— 

Northern Natural Go* Co. 2. 230. OOO 
Kl Paso Natural Oaa Co— 1,184,350 

Cities Service Oaa Co-- 1,095,000 

Intrastate— 

David Pack6n_ 3,000 

Texas International. Pe¬ 
troleum Corp. and At¬ 
lantic Richfield Corp— 3,000 


•Applicant states that it makes sales for 
domestic dwellings, agricultural uses, and 
drilling rig fuel, and makes minor industrial 

tales. 
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Applicant states that In order to aug¬ 
ment its supply and reduce its depend¬ 
ence upon its three interstate pipeline 
company suppliers. Applicant proposes 
to do the following: 

(1) Interconnect its separate systems with 
one or more small diameter transmission 

lines; 

(2) Execute contractu to acquire intra¬ 
state gas reserves; 

(3) Enter into one or more contracts for 
the sals of excess gas to an Intrastate pipe¬ 
line company so as to permit the efficient 
operation of Its system. Applicant claims that 
no gas purchased by AppUcant will physi¬ 
cally leave the 8t*te of Texas. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 24, 
1975, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D.C. 20426, a pe¬ 
tition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commissio n^ ru les of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the Protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must flic a petition to intervene In ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s rules. 

Kennith F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

JFR Doc.75-6714 Filed 3-13-75:8:46 am) 


NATIONAL POWER SURVEY TECHNICAL 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON IMPACT OF 

INADEQUATE ELECTRIC POWER SUP¬ 
PLY 

Agenda of Meeting 

Agenda For a meeting of the Technical 
Advisory Committee on the Impact of 
Inadequate Electric Power Supply, to be 
held at the Federal Power Commission 
Offices 825 North Capitol Street, NE„ 
Washington, D.C., 10 ajn. f April 2, 1975, 
Room 5200. 

1. Meeting opened by FPC Coordinat¬ 
ing Representative. 

2. Objectives and purposes of meeting. 

a. Correction and additions to min¬ 
utes of previous meeting. 

b. Discussion of comments received and 
revisions of draft committee report. 

c. Other business. 

d. Set date of next meeting. 

3. Adjournment. 

Tills meeting Is open to the public. Any 
interested person may attend, appear 
before, or file statements with the com¬ 
mittee—which statements, if in written 
form, may be filed before or after the 
meeting, or. If oral, at the time and in 
the manner permitted by the committee. 

Mart B. Kidd, 

Acting Secretary. 

\m Doc.75-5837 Filed 3-12-75; 10:45 am] 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

I337-37J 

GOLF GLOVES 

Finding 

Upon completion of its investigation 
No. 337-37 under section 337 of the TarifT 
Act of 1930, as amended (19 UB.C. 1337). 
In response to a complaint of Anthony J. 
Antonious and the AJac Glove Corp., both 
of Elllcott City. Maryland, the Commis¬ 
sion does not find unfair methods of 
competition or unfair acts in the impor¬ 
tation Into the United States of certain 
golf gloves or in their sale by the owner, 
importer, consignee, or agent of cither, 
the effect or tendency of which is to 
destroy or substantially injure an indus¬ 
try, efficiently and economically oper¬ 
ated. in the United States. 

Under subsection (c) of section 337 of 
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 
UB.C. 133(c)), a rehearing before the 
Commission may be requested. In ac¬ 
cordance with 15 201.14 and 203.10 of 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (19 CFR 201.14 and 203.10), a 
motion for a rehearing may be granted 
for good cause shown. Any such motion 
for a re tearing must be in writing and 
filed with the Secretary of the UJ3. Inter¬ 
national Trade Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20436. on or before March 31, 
1975. The motion must state clearly the 
grounds which arc relied upon for the 
granting of a rehearing and must be ac¬ 
companied by 19 true copies. 

Issued: March 13,1975. 

By order of the Commission. 

Kenneth R. Mason. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-6029 Filed 3-13-75:9:51 am] 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

INotico (75-19)1 

RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY ADVISORY 
COUNCIL PANEL ON RESEARCH 

Meeting 

The NASA Research and Technology 
Advisory Council Panel on Research will 
meet on April 3 and 4, 1975, at NASA 
Headquarters, Washington, DU. 20546. 
The meeting will be held In Room 226A 
of Federal Office Building 10B. 600 In¬ 
dependence Avenue. SW. Members of the 
public will be admitted on a first-come, 
first-served basis, limited by the seating 
capacity of the room which is about 44 
persons. All visitors must sign in prior to 
attending the meeting. 

The Panel on Research of the NASA 
Research and Technology Advisory 
Council serves in an advisory capacity 
only. Its Chairman is Professor A. 8. 
Hertaberg, and there are 12 members. 
The following list sets forth the ap¬ 


proved agenda and schedule for the 
meeting of this Panel on Research on 
April 3 and 4, 1975. For further Informa¬ 
tion, please contact Mr. F. C. Schwenk, 
Area Code 202, 755-2488. 

Arm. 3, 1975 

Time Topic 

9 am- Report of the Chairman 

(Purpose: To report to 
the Panel on tho most 
recent Research and 
Technology Advisory 
Council meeting.) 

9:30 am -— Remarks by the Executive 

Secretary. (Purpose: To 
brief the Panel on re¬ 
cent activities in NASA 
Headquarters which 
may affect the work of 
the Panel on Research ) 

10 a.m -— Subpancl reporta. (Pur¬ 

pose: To provide the 
full Panel with results 
of subpanel studies of 
NASA-university rela¬ 
tionships in regard to 
OAST-fuadcd ba&lc re¬ 
search in the Helds of 
materials. fluid me¬ 
chanics, and gas-phase 
physics and chemistry.) 

2 pro .. Research Council report. 

(Purpose: To provide 
results of Reeearch 
Council analyses of the 
types of relationships 
established between 
NASA and universities 
in O AST-funded basic 
research programs.) 

3:30 p m. - - Report by NASA Office of 

University Affairs. (Pur¬ 
pose: TO present find¬ 
ings on the study made 
by the Office of Univer¬ 
sity Affairs on basic re¬ 
search in aeronautics 
supported by other 
agencies and conducted 
in universities.) 

4:30 p.m-— Panel discussion. (Pur¬ 

pose: To discuss presen¬ 
tations and prepare 
findings and recom¬ 
mendations for NASA ) 
Ana. 4. 1975 

9 a m -. Panel discussion contin¬ 

ued. (Purpose: To con¬ 
tinue discussion 
preparation of findings 
and recommendations 
for NASA.) 

11 a m-- Discussion of future Panel 

activities. (Purpose: To 
define areas of further 
study by the Panel on 
Research.) 

12 noon-Adjournment. 

DmvARD L. Orow, 
Assistant Administrator for 
DOD and Interagency At - 
fairs, National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration. 

March 10. 1975. 

(PR Doc.75-6764 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 J 
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

(Dockets If 06 . 50-250, 00-251) 

FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Proposed Issuance of Amendments to 
Facility Operating Licenses 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(the Commission) lx considering Issuance 
of amendments to Facility Operating 
Licenses Nos. DPR-31 and DPH-41 Is¬ 
sued to Florida Power and Light Com¬ 
pany (the licensee) for operation of the 
Turkey Point Nuclear Generating Units 
3 and 4 located in Dade County. Florida. 

The license amendments under con¬ 
sideration would revise the provisions in 
tiie Technical Specifications in accord¬ 
ance with the licensee's application for 
amendments dated September 19. 1974, 
to: (t) Relax the requirement for per¬ 
forming reactor coolant radioisotope 
determinations; (2) remove the restric¬ 
tion on reactor coolant oxygen con¬ 
centration when the reactor coolant Is 
below 250* F; (3) redefine surveillance 
intervals so that they arc applicable to 
all surveillance tests; and (4) make sev¬ 
eral changes to Technical Specification 
Table 4.1-2 "Minimum Frequencies for 
Equipment and Sampling Tests/* to 
maintain consistency with the above pro¬ 
posed changes or to clarify explanatory 
statements. 

Prior to issuance of the proposed 
license amendments, the Commission will 
have made the findings required by the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
and the Commission's rules and regula¬ 
tions. 

On or before April 14, 1975, any per¬ 
son whose interest may be affected by 
the proceeding may file a request for a 
hearing in the form of a petition for 
leave to intervene with respect to the is¬ 
suance of the amendments to the subject 
facility operating licenses. Petitions for 
leave to intervene must be filed under 
oath or affirmation in accordance with 
tile provisions of i 2.724 of 10 CFR Part 
2 of the Commission's regulations. A peti¬ 
tion for leave to Intervene must set forth 
the interest of the petitioner In the pro¬ 
ceeding. how that interest may be 
affected by the results of the proceeding, 
and the petitioner's contentions with re¬ 
spect to the proposed licensing action. 
Such petitions must be filed In accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of this Federal 
Register notice and f 2.714, and must be 
filed with the Secretary of the Commis¬ 
sion, UB. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. Washington. D.C. 20555, Atten¬ 
tion: Docketing and Service Section, by 
April 14, 1975. A copy of the petition 
and/or request for a hearing should be 
sent to the Chief Hearing Counsel, Office 
of the Executive Legal Director. U-S. Nu¬ 
clear Regulatory Commission. Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20555, and to Jack R. Newman. 
Esquire. Lowenstcln, Newman, Reis and 
Axelrod, 1025 Connecticut Avenue, NW„ 
Washington, D.C. 20036, attorney for the 
licensee. 

A petition for leave to intervene must 
be accompanied by a supporting affidavit 
which Identifies the specific aspect or as¬ 
pects of the proceeding as to which inter¬ 


vention Is desired and specifies with par¬ 
ticularity the facts on which the peti¬ 
tioner relics as to both Ills interest and 
his contentions with regard to each 
aspect on which intervention is re¬ 
quested. Petitions stating contentions re¬ 
lating only' to matters outside the Com¬ 
mission's jurisdiction will be denied. 

All petitions will be acted upon by the 
Commission or an Atomic Safety and Li¬ 
censing Board designated by the Com¬ 
mission or by the Chairman of the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
Panel. Timely petitions will be consid¬ 
ered to determine whether a hearing 
should be noticed or another appro¬ 
priate order Lssued regarding the dis¬ 
position of the petitions. 

In Uie event that a hearing Is held and 
a person is permitted to intervene, he 
becomes a party to the proceeding and 
lias a right to participate fully in the 
conduct of the hearing. For example, he 
may present evidence and examine and 
cross-examine witnesses. 

For further details with respect to tills 
action, sec the application for amend¬ 
ments dated September 10. 1974, which 
is available for public Inspection at the 
Commission's Public Document Room. 
1717 U Street NW, Washington. D.C. 
and at the Lily Lawrence Row Public 
Library. 212 NW. First Avenue, Home¬ 
stead. Florida. As they become avail¬ 
able. the Commission's related Safety 
Evaluation, license amendments and at¬ 
tachments may be inspected at the above 
locutions. A copy of the license amend¬ 
ments and attachments and the Safety 
Evaluation, when available, may be ob¬ 
tained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di¬ 
rector, Division of Reactor Licensing. 

Dated at Bethesda. Md.. this 5th day 

of March 1975. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


George Lear. 

Chief. Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 3. Division of Re¬ 
actor Licensing. 


(Fit Doc.75-6481 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 am) 


(Docket Noe. 00-461. 00-462) 

ILLINOIS POWER CO.. CLINTON POWER 
STATION UNITS 1 AND 2 

Availability of Safety Evaluation Report 

Notice is hereby given that the Office 
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation has pub¬ 
lished its Safety Evaluation Report on 
the proposed construction of the Clinton 
Power Station. Units 1 and 2. to be lo¬ 
cated in Harp Township. DeWitt County, 
Illinois. Notice of receipt of Illinois 
Power Company’*s application to con¬ 
struct and operate the Clinton Power 
Station, Units 1 and 2 was published in 
the Federal Register on December 7, 
1973 (38 FR 33788). 

The report hi being referred to the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards and is being made available at 
the Commission's Public Document 
Room. 1717 H Street. NW., Washington. 
D.C., and at the Vespasian Warner Pub¬ 


lic Library. 120 West Johnson Street, 
Clinton. DlinoU, for inspection and copy¬ 
ing. The report (Docket No. NUREG- 
75/013) can also be purchased, at cur¬ 
rent rates, from the National Technical 
Information Service, Springfield. Vir¬ 
ginia 22161. 


Dated at Bethesda. Maryland this 10th 
day of March. 1975. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


John F. Stolz, 

Chief , Light Water Reactors 
Projects Branch 2-1, Division 
of Reactor Licensing. 


|FR Doc.75-6745 Filed 3-13-75.8:46 am) 


(Docket Nos. 50-463, 50-4641 

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC CO., FULTON 

GENERATING STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2 

Availability of Safety Evaluation Report 

Notice is hereby given that the Office 
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation has pub¬ 
lished its Safety Evaluation Report on 
the proposed construction of the Fulton 
Generating Station. Units 1 and 2 to be 
located In Fulton and Drumorc Town¬ 
ship*. Lancaster County. Pennsylvania. 
Notice of receipt of Philadelphia Electric 
Company's application to construct and 
operate the Fulton Generating 8tatlon, 
Units 1 and 2 was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on December 7, 1973 <38 
FR 33789). 

The report Ls being referred to the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards and Is being made available at 
the Commission's Public Document 
Room. 1717 H 8trcet, NW., Washington. 
D.C., and at the Lancaster County Li¬ 
brary. 125 North Duke Street, Lancaster. 
Pennsylvania, for inspection and copy¬ 
ing. The report (Document No. NUREG- 
75/015) can also be purchased, at cur¬ 
rent rates, from the National Technical 
Information Service, Springfield, Vir¬ 
ginia 2216L 


Dated at Bethesda. Maryland this 10th 
day of March. 1975. 


For Che Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert A. Clark, 
Chief , Cos Coded Reactors 
Branch , Division of Reactor 
Licensing. 


(PR Doc.75-6746 PUed 3-13-75:8:45 urn] 


(Docket No. 00-10) 

COMMONWEALTH EDISON CO. 

Request for Extension and Exemption 

The Commonw’calth Edison Company 
(the licensee) is authorized by Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-2 to operate 
a nuclear power reactor identified as 
Dresden Nuclear Power Station Unit 1 at 
the llccasee's Dresden Nuclear Power 
Station, located In Grundy County, Illi¬ 
nois. at steady state power levels up to 
700 MWt. 

By letter dated February 18, 1975. the 
licensee has requested an extension of 
time until August 2, 1975, to file a com¬ 
plete analysis of conformance with tiie 
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Final Acceptance Criteria for Emergency 
Core Cooling System (“FAC 4 *) for Dres¬ 
den Unit 1. An extension from August 6, 
1974 until April 4. 1975 has previously 
l ecn granted by the Commission In Us 
Determination with Respect to Variance 
from the Interim Acceptance Criteria 
i nd Extension in Submitting Evaluations 
from the Acceptance Criteria for Emer¬ 
gency Core Cooling System <10 CFR 
50.46(a) (2) (111)) dated August 5. 1974 
< 39 FR 29611). 

The letter further requests an exemp¬ 
tion from the “requirements of 10 CFR 
5 50.46 and any underlying requirement 
with respect to the diversity of craer- 
r.ency systems or the diversity and re¬ 
dundancy of power sources, which would 
relieve Commonwealth Edison of the ob¬ 
ligation to file a complete analysis prior 
to August 2. 1975. and continue in effect 
the variance previously granted from the 
requirements of the Interim Acceptance 
Criteria (“IAC”) 

Notice Is hereby given that the li¬ 
censee's request has been received and is 
under consideration. In support of its re¬ 
quest. the licensee has submitted a num¬ 
ber of affidavits. 

The requested relief may be granted 
If the Commission determines that it 
conforms to the standards for requested 
extensions and exemptions specified in 
10 CFR Part 50/55 50.12 and 50.46. In 
connection with this request, the sub¬ 
mission of views and comments by any 
interested person is invited. Such views 
and comments should be submitted in 
writing, addressed to the Secretary, U.8. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20555, on or before 
March 30,1975. 

A copy of the request for extension 
and exemption dated February 18, 1975 
and related correspondence and docu¬ 
ments are available for public inspection 
at the Commission’s Public Document 
Room, 1717 H Street NW.. Washington, 
D.C. A copy of the request for extension 
and exemption dated February 18, 1975, 
may be obtained upon request addressed 
to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: 
Director. Division of Reactor Licensing. 

Dated at Bcthesda. Md., this 12th day 
of March 1975. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


DKNNIS L. ZlTMANN, 

Chief . Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 2, Division of 
Reactor Licensing. 

I PR Doc 75-6936 Piled 3-13-75,10:24 ami 


(Docket No. 50-155] 

CONSUMERS POWER CO. 

Request for Extension 

The Consumers Power Company (the 
P-ensee) is authorized by Facility Op¬ 
erating License No. DPRr-6 to operate a 
nuclear power reactor identified as Big 
Rock Point Plant at the licensee's Nu¬ 
clear Power Station, located in Char¬ 


levoix County, Michigan, at steady state 
power levels up to 240 MWt 

By letter dated February 18. 1975, the 
licensee has requested an extension of 
time until July 26, 1975, to file a com¬ 
plete analysis of conformance with the 
Acceptance Criteria for Emergency Core 
Cooling System for Big Rock Point. An 
extension from August 5. 1974 until 
March 31, 1975 has previously been 
granted by the Commission in its Deter¬ 
mination with Respect to Variance from 
the Interim Acceptance Criteria and Ex¬ 
tension in Submitting Evaluations from 
the Acceptance Criteria f or E mergency 
Core Cooling System <10 CFR 50.46(a) 
<2) (ill)) dated August 5, 1974 <39 FR 
29403). 

Notice Is hereby given that the li¬ 
censee’s request has been received and is 
under consideration. In support of its re¬ 
quest. the licensee has submitted two 
affidavits. 

The requested relief may be granted if 
the Commission determines that it con¬ 
forms with 10 CFR Part 50, 55 50.12 and 
50.46. In connection with this request, the 
submission of views and comments by any 
interested person is invited. 8ueh views 
and comments should be submitted in 
wTitlng. addressed to the Secretary. U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20555, on or before March 30, 
1975. 

A copy of the request dated Febru¬ 
ary 18. 1975 and related correspondence 
and documents are available for public 
inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C.. and Charlevoix Pub¬ 
lic Library. 107 Clinton Street. Charle¬ 
voix. Michigan. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., tills 12th day 
of March. 1975. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


Dennis L. Ziemann, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 

Branch No. 2 DirHsion of Re¬ 
actor Licensing. 


(PR Doc.75-6937 Piled 3-13-75:10:24 am] 


(Docket No. 50-133] 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. 

Request for Extension 

The Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
(the licensee) is authorized by Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-7 to operate 
a nuclear power reactor identified as 
Humboldt Bay Power Plant Unit No. 3 
at the licensee’s Humboldt Bay Power 
Plant, located near Eureka. California, 
at steady state power lewis up to 220 
MWt. 

By letter dated February 21, 1975, the 
licensee has requested an extension of 
time until July 28,1975, to file a complete 
analysis of conformance with the Ac¬ 
ceptance Criteria for Emergency Core 
Cooling System for Humboldt Bay Unit 
3. An extension from August 6.1974 until 
March 31. 1975 has previously been 
granted by the Commission in its De¬ 
termination of Request for Extension of 


Time For Submittal of Evaluations Re¬ 
quired by Acceptance Criteria for Emer¬ 
gency Core Cooling Systems (10 CFR 
50.46(a) (2) <ill>> dated August 5, 1974 
(39 FR 29034). 

Notice is hereby given that the licen¬ 
see’s request has been received and is 
under consideration. In support of its re¬ 
quest, the licensee has submitted a num¬ 
ber of affidavits. 

The requested relief may be granted if 
the Commissio n de termines that it con¬ 
forms with 10 CFR Part 50. 55 50.12 and 
50.48. In connection with this request, 
the submission of views and comments 
by any interested person Is invited. Such 
views and comments should be submitted 
in writing, addressed to the Secretary, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20555. on or before 
March 30. 1975. 

A copy of the request for extension 
dated February 21,1975. and related cor¬ 
respondence and documents are available 
for public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room. 1717 H Street. 
NW. Washington. D.C. A copy of the re¬ 
quest for extension dated February 21, 
1975, may be obtained upon request ad¬ 
dressed to the U.6. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. Washington. D.C. 20555, 
Attention: Director, Division of Reactor 
Licensing. 

Dated at Bethesda. Md . this 12th day 
of March 1975. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis L. Ziemann, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 2, Division of 
Reactor Licensing . 

(PR Doc.75-6938 Piled 3-13-75; 10:24 am] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(Fllo No. 24SF-39931 

ACME INTERNATIONAL CORP. 

Order Permanently Suspending Exemption 

March 5, 1975. 

I. Acme International Corporation 
(“Acme”), Suite 1700, 445 South Figue¬ 
roa Street, Los Angeles, California 90017, 
Incorporated in the State of Nevada on 
July 22, 1969. filed with the Commission 
on February 26. 1973, a Notification on 
Form 1-A and an Offering Circular relat¬ 
ing to an offering of 200.000 shares of $.50 
par value common stock at $2.50 per 
share. The aggregate offering price was 
$500,000. The filing was made for the 
purpose of obtaining an exemption from 
the registration provisions of the Secu¬ 
rities Act of 1933, pursuant to section 
3(b) thereof and regulation A thereun¬ 
der. Koss Securities Corp. (“Kass”). a 
registered broker-dealer, having its prin¬ 
cipal place of business at 1266 East 24th 
Street. Brooklyn, New York 11210, wtis 
named as underwriter of the proposed 
offering. 

n. On August 6. 1974 the Commission 
temporarily suspended the Regulation A 
exemption of Acme, stating that on the 
basis of Information provided by its staff, 
it had reason to believe that: 
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A. The Notification and Offering Cir¬ 
cular ol Acme contained untrue state¬ 
ments of material facts and omitted to 
state material facts necessary in order to 
make the statement* made, In light of 
the circumstances under which they were 
made, not misleading particularly with 
respect to: 

1. The failure to disclose the activities 

of the parent corporation. Acme, 
between July 23. 1970, when the 
current management acquired con¬ 
trol of Acme Mining Co., and Jan¬ 
uary 11, 1972. when Acme Mining 
Co. was merged into the Issuer: 

2. The failure to disclose the reasons 

for the January 11. 1972. merger 
of Acme Mining Company and 
Acme International: 

3. The failure to disclose in the Risk 

Factors section of the Offering Cir¬ 
cular all the special risks apparent 
in the nature and structure of the 
business of Wall Street Data Sci¬ 
ences ('’Wall Street Data”) and 
Western Cryogenics, the two sub¬ 
sidiaries of Acme. 

4. The failure to disclose the origin of 

Wall Street Data and its history, 
ownership and management prior 
to Its merger with Acme: 

5. The failure to describe the business 

and operations of the Wall Street 
Data subsidiary; 

6 The failure to disclose the extent of 
dependence of Wall Street Data 
upon any one customer or group of 
customers for a significant portion 
of Its revenues; 

7. The failure to disclose the names of 

the parties with whom Wall Street 
Data has oral agreements to ac¬ 
quire 18 additional mailing lists; 

8. The failure to disclose the business 

activities and operating methods of 
Western Cryogenics: 

9. The failure to disclose Western Cryo¬ 

genics' plans with regard to each 
of its products. Including the rela¬ 
tive importance of each product 
line in the over-all profit or loss 
experience of Western Cryogenics; 

10. The failure to disclose whether West¬ 

ern Cryogenics has patent protec¬ 
tion for its ”Cryo funnel” product; 

11. The failure to disclose the annual 

rental for Acme's offices and the 
facilities of its operating subsidi¬ 
aries; 

12. The failure to disclose in the Offering 

Circular the right granted the 
underwriter in the underwriting 
agreement to place a nominee on 
Acme's board of directors for the 
next five years following the effec¬ 
tive date of the offering; 

13. The failure to disclose that Acme 

entered into merger negotiations 
In the summer of 1973 with NACA 
Corporation, a Las Vegas, Nevada, 
holding company; and 

14. The failure to accurately state those 

jurisdictions in which the securi¬ 
ties were proposed to be offered. 

B. On September 25, 1973. an indict¬ 
ment alleging violations of sections 17 
(a) and 24 of the Securities Act and of 
sections 10b. 15(a) (1), 32 and Rule 10t>- 


5 of the Exchange Act was returned 
against Theodore Koss and Koss Securi¬ 
ties Corporation by a Federal Grand Jury 
sitting In the Southern District of New 
York. Pursuant to rule 261 (a)(8) of the 
Act, indictment of tho designated under¬ 
writer is grounds for suspension of the 
Regulation A exemption. 

C. Acme failed to cooperate with the 
Commission In that Acme failed or re¬ 
fused to reply to its April 18. 1973 com¬ 
ment letter and three telephone requests 
from the Commission's staff with respect 
to the amending of the Notification and 
Offering Circular or Its withdrawal. 

D. The offering, if allowed to com¬ 
mence. would have been made In viola¬ 
tion of section 17 of the Securities Act 
of 1933. 

HI. No hearing having been requested 
by Acme International Corporation 
within thirty days after the entry of an 
order temporarily suspending the ex¬ 
emption of Acme International Corpora¬ 
tion under Regulation A. the Commission 
finds that It Is In the public interest and 
for the protection of investors that the 
exemption of Acme International Cor¬ 
poration under Regulation A be perma¬ 
nently suspended. 

It is ordered . Pursuant to rule 261 of 
the general rules and regulations under 
the Securities Act of 1933, that the ex¬ 
emption of the Issuer under regulation A 
be, and it hereby Is, permanently sus¬ 
pended. 

By the Commission. 

1 seat* 1 George A. Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

[FH Dor75 6767 Filed 3-13-75;8:45 am| 


(70-6634) 

ALABAMA POWER CO. 

Transactions Related to Financing of 
Pollution Control Facilities 

March 7, 1975. 

Notice is hereby given that Alabama 
Power Company (“Alabama”). 600 North 
18th Street, Birmingham. Alabama 35291. 
an electric utility subsidiary company of 
The Southern Company, a registered 
holding company, has filed an applica¬ 
tion with this Commission pursuant to 
the Public Utility Holding Company Act 
of 1935 <”Act”), designating sections 
9<a> and 10 of the Act as applicable to 
the proposed transactions. All interested 
persons are referred to said application, 
which is summarized below, for a com¬ 
plete statement of the proposed transac¬ 
tions. 

Alabama states that in order to com¬ 
ply with prescribed environmental 
standards of the State of Alabama with 
respect to air and water quality it has 
been and will be necessary to construct 
certain pollution control facilities. Tills 
filing relates to Alabama's proposal for 
its disposition and acquisition of the pol¬ 
lution control facilities for use In con¬ 
nection with its Gadsden and Gorgas 
steam plants (the ' Plants”) located, re¬ 
spectively. in the City of Gadsden and 
the Town of Parrish. Alabama. 


The Industrial Development Board of 
the City of Gadsden and The Industrial 
Development Board of the Town of Par¬ 
rish have agreed to issue their pollution 
control revenue bonds for the purpose 
of paying the cost of the construction 
and equipping of the pollution control 
facilities at the Plants (the •'Projects''). 
Alabama proposes to enter into Install¬ 
ment Sale Agreements < "Agreements”) 
with each Board which will provide for 
the acquisition and completion of the 
Projects by each of the Boards and the 
issuance by each of the Boards of pollu¬ 
tion control revenue bonds ("Revenue 
Bonds”) in principal amounts estimated 
not to exceed in the aggregate $24,500.- 
000. the amount presently estimated to 
be sufficient to cover the aggregate cost 
of construction of the Projects. Of such 
Revenue Bonds, not more than $5,500,000 
will be Issued by the Gadsden Board and 
not more than $19,000,000 will be issued 
by the Parrish Board. Such proceeds will 
be applied to payment of the cost of 
construction of the Projects. 

The Agreements also will provide for 
the sale of the Projects to Alabama, the 
payment by Alabama of the purchase 
price for each of the Projects in semi¬ 
annual installments over a term of years, 
and the assignment to the Trustee of 
each Board's interest in, and of the 
moneys receivable by the Boards under, 
the Agreements. The Agreements will 
provide that the purchase prices for the 
Projects. Including interest thereon, pay¬ 
able by Alabama will be such amount as 
shall be sufficient to pay the principal 
of and premium (if any) and interest on 
the specific series of Revenue Bonds as 
the same become due and payable. To 
secure its payment obligations under the 
Agreements. Alabama proposes to grant 
to the respective Boards a security in¬ 
terest In the related Project subordinate 
to the lien of its mortgage indenture. 
The Agreements will provide that Ala¬ 
bama may at any time prepay the pur¬ 
chase prices of the respective Projects in 
whole or in part, such payments to be 
sufficient to redeem or purchase the out¬ 
standing Revenue Bonds. 

The Revenue Bonds will be sold by 
the Boards pursuant to arrangements 
with a group of underwriters represented 
by Dean Witter & Co. Incorporated. It is 
intended that the Revenue Bonds will 
mature not later than 35 years from the 
first day of the month in which they arc 
initially issued and that they will in¬ 
clude serial maturities and/or the bene¬ 
fit of a mandatory redemption sinking 
fund, the effect of either to be calculated 
to retire not less than 25 percent of the 
aggregate principal amount of the Issue 
prior to maturity. In accordance with 
the laws of the State of Alabama, the 
interest rate to be borne by each series 
of Revenue Bonds will be fixed by the 
issuing Board. Alabama will not be party 
to the underwriting agreements for the 
Revenue Bonds. Bond counsel are to 
issue an opinion that interest on the 
Revenue Bonds presently Is exempt from 
Federal Income taxation. Alabama has 
been advised that the annual Interest 
rates on obligations, the interest on 
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which Is tax exempt, historically have 
been and can be expected at the time of 
issue of the Revenue Bonds, to be 1*4 
percent to 2*4 percent lower than the 
rates of obligations of like tenor and 
comparable quality, interest on which is 
fully subject to Federal income taxation. 

The fees and expenses to be incurred 
in connection with the proposed disposi¬ 
tion of the Existing Facilities and the 
acquisition of the Projects (as distin¬ 
guished from and excluding fees and ex¬ 
penses Incurred or to be Incurred in con¬ 
nection with the sale of the Revenue 
Bonds by the Boards payable out of the 
proceeds of such sale and in connection 
with the determination of the tax exempt 
status of the Revenue Bonds) will be 
filed by amendment. It is stated that the 
incurring of the obligations under the 
Agreements by Alabama will have been 
authorized by the Alabama Public Serv¬ 
ice Commission. No other State com¬ 
mission and no Federal commission, 
other than this Commission, has juris¬ 
diction over tile proposed transactions. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than 
April 2, 1975. request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact 
or law raised by said application which 
he desires to controvert; or he may re¬ 
quest that he be notified if the Com¬ 
mission should order a hearing thereon. 

Any such request should be addressed: 
Secretary. Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission. Washington, O.C. 20549. A copy 
of such request should be served per¬ 
sonally or by mail (air mail if the person 
being served is located more than 500 
miles from the point of mailing) upon 
the applicant at the above-stated 
address: and proof of service < by affidavit 
or. in case of on attorney at law, by cer¬ 
tificate) should be filed with the request. 
At any time after sold date, the appli¬ 
cation. as filed or os it may be amended, 
may be granted as provided in rule 23 of 
the general rules and regulations pro¬ 
mulgated under the Act, or the Commis¬ 
sion may grant exemption from such 
rules as provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 
thereof or take such other action as it 
may deem appropriate. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing or advice as to whether a 
hearing is ordered will receive any 
notices and orders issued in this matter. 
Including the date of the hearing Of 
ordered) and any postponements 
thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

[seal] Georgs A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.75-6768 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 sin) 


170-50371 

ARKANSAS POWER A LIGHT CO. 

Issuance and Sale of Notes to Banks and/ 
or a Dealer In Commercial Paper; Excep¬ 
tion From Competitive Bidding 

March 7, 1975. 

Notice is hereby given that Arkansas 
Power & Light Company ( M Arkansas"), 


Ninth and Louisiana Streets, Little Rock, 
Arkansas 72203, a public-utility sub¬ 
sidiary company of Middle South Utili¬ 
ties. Inc. (“Middle South’*). a registered 
holding company, has filed a declaration 
with this Commission pursuant to the 
Public Utility Holding Company Act of 
1935 (“Act”), designating sections 6(a) 
and 7 of the Act and rule 50 promulgated 
thereunder as applicable to the proposed 
transactions. All Interested persons are 
referred to the declaration, w hich is sum¬ 
marized below, for a complete statement 
of the proposed transactions. 

By order doted August 21, 1974 (HCAR 
No. 18540). the Commission authorized 
Arkansas to issue and sell, from time to 
time through May 31, 1975, up to $85,- 
000,000 aggregate principal amount out¬ 
standing at any one time of unsecured 
short-term promissory notes. 

Arkansas now proposes to revise the 
foregoing program and to Issue and sell, 
from time to time through December 31. 
1978, unsecured short-term promissory 
notes (including commercial paper) to 
various commercial banks and/or a 
dealer in commercial paper in an aggre¬ 
gate principal amount outstanding at 
any one time not to exceed $95,000,000. 
The aggregate principal amount of com¬ 
mercial paper outstanding at any one 
time will not exceed $60,000,000. 

The notes proposed to be issued and 
sold to commercial banks will be in the 
form of unsecured promissory notes pay¬ 
able not more than nine months from the 
date of Issuance with right of renewal, 
will bear interest at the prime commer¬ 
cial bank rate In effect at the lending 
bank on the date of Issuance, and will, 
at the option of Arkansas, be prepayable, 
in whole or in part, at any time without 
premium or penalty. While no formal 
commitments for future borrowings 
have been made with any bank, it is ex¬ 
pected that the banks to whom such 
notes will be issued and sold and the 
maximum amount to be issued and out¬ 
standing at any one time to each such 
bank win be substantially as followrs: 

Maximum 
amount to be 

borroiced 


Name of Bank: 

First National Bank of Eastern 

Arkansas. Forrest City. Ark_ $300,000 

Arkansan Bank A Trust Co.. Hot 

Springs, Ark___ 800.000 

First National Bank of Hot 

Springs. Little Rock. Ark_ 500,000 

Tho Commercial National 

Bank. Little Rock. Ark._ 800,000 

First National Bank In Llttl# 

Rock, Little Rock. Ark- 4.000,000 

Union National Bank. Little 

Rock. Ark. 1.800,000 

W or then Bank & Trust Co.. 

Little Rock, Ark. 3.000.000 

Irving Trust Ca, New York, 

N.Y_ 5.000.000 

Manufacturers Hanover Trust 

Co . New York, N T___ 43. 000,000 

Morgan Guaranty Trust Co. of 

New York. New York. NT_ 8,000, 000 

National Bank of Commerce. 

Pine Bluff, Ark. 1,000,000 

Simmons First National. Pine 

Bluff, Ark- 14.000.000 

Peoples Bank A Trust Co., Rus¬ 
sellville, Ark.— 300.000 


Jfoximii m 
amount to be 
borrowed 

Republic National Bank of 

Dallas, Dallas, Tex_ 5.000,000 


Total _89,000,000 

Arkansas maintains daily operating 
balances with the above Arkansas banks. 
If balances were to be maintained solely 
for the purpose of satisfying a compen¬ 
sating balance requirement at the pre¬ 
vailing rate of 15 percent and assuming 
a 9!4 percent prime rate, the effective 
Interest cost would be 10.88 percent. The 
above non-Arkansas banks may require 
compensating balances from 10 percent 
to 20 percent of the average annual 
amount of the loans outstanding from 
those banks. Assuming a 9*4 prime rate 
and n 20 percent compensating balance 
the effective interest cost on loans from 
the non-Arkansas banks would be 11.56 
percent. 

The proposed commercial paper will 
be In the form of unsecured promissory 
notes with varying maturities not to ex¬ 
ceed 270 days, the actual maturities to 
be determined by market conditions, 
effective cost of money to Arkansas and 
Arkansas* anticipated cash requirements 
at the time of Issuance. In accordance 
with the established custom and prac¬ 
tices in the market, the proposed com¬ 
mercial paper will not be payable prior 
to maturity. Arkansas proposes to issue, 
reissue, and sell commercial paper in 
denominations of not less than $100,000 
directly to Salomon Brothers, a dealer in 
commercial paper, at a discount which 
will not be in excess of the discount rate 
per annum prevailing at the date of 
issuance for commercial paper of com¬ 
parable quality of that particular ma¬ 
turity $o!d by public-utility issuers to 
commercial paper dealers. No commis¬ 
sion or fee will be payable by Arkansas 
in connection with the Issuance and sale 
of the commercial paper. Salomon 
Brothers, as principal, will reoffer and 
sell the commercial paper at a discount 
rate of Mi of 1 percent per annum Jess 
than the prevailing discount rate to 
Arkansas. Salomon Brothers In reoffer¬ 
ing the commercial paper will limit the 
reoffer and sale to a non-public customer 
list of not more than 200 buyers of com¬ 
mercial paper. Such list will be furnished 
to the Commission and no change will be 
made therein without advising the Com¬ 
mission of such change. It Lx anticipated 
that the commercial paper will be held 
by the buyers to maturity. However. 
Salomon Brothers may, if desired by a 
buyer, repurchase the commercial paper 
for resale to others an the list of cus¬ 
tomers. 

Arkansas asserts that the Issue and 
sale of the commercial paper should be 
excepted from the competitive bidding 
requirements of rule 50 because the com¬ 
mercial paper will have a maturity not 
in excess of 270 days., current rates for 
commercial paper for such prime bor¬ 
rowers os Arkansas are published dally 
In financial publications and it ts not 
practical to Invite bids for commercial 
paper. 
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As of February 26. 1975. Arkansas* 
construction program Is expected to re¬ 
sult in expenditures of approximately 
$212,100,000 in 1975. and $323,200,000 In 
1976. Included In the estimate of con¬ 
struction program expenditures for 1975 
are $163,800,000 for generating facilities. 
$12,800,000 for transmission facilities, 
$29,600,000 for distribution facilities, and 
$5,900,000 for other facilities. The net 
proceeds to be received by Arkansas from 
the issuance and sale of the notes re¬ 
ferred to herein, together with other 
funds available from time to time to 
Arkansas from its operations or derived 
from the issuance and sale of long-term 
debt and/or equity securities, will be ap¬ 
plied to the Arkansas' construction pro¬ 
gram. As such notes mature, they will 
be renewed (but to mature not later 
than September 30, 1977> or repaid out 
of funds then available to Arkansas from 
its operations or derived from the Issu¬ 
ance and sale of similar securities or 
long-term debt and/or equity securities. 

It is estimated that the fees and ex¬ 
penses to be incurred in connection with 
the proposed transactions will not ex¬ 
ceed $5,000. No State commission and no 
Federal commission, other than this 
Commission, has jurisdiction over the 
proposed transactions. 

Notice Is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may. not later than 
April 4, 1975. request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact 
or law raised by said declaration which 
he desires to controvert; or he may re¬ 
quest that he be notified if the Commis¬ 
sion .should order a hearing thereon. Any 
such request should be addressed: Sec¬ 
retary. Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission. Washington. D.C. 20549. A copy 
of such request should be served per¬ 
sonally or by mall (air mail if the per¬ 
son being served is located more than 
500 miles from the point of mailing) 
upon the declarant at the above-stated 
address, and proof of service (by affi¬ 
davit or. in case of an attorney at law. 
by certificate) should be filed with the 
request. At any time after said date, the 
declaration, as filed or as it may be 
amended, may be permitted to become 
effective as provided in Rule 23 of the 
General Rules and Regulations promul¬ 
gated under the Act. or the Commission 
may grant exemption from its rules as 
provided in rules 20«a> and 100 thereof 
or take such other action as It may deem 
appropriate. Persons who request a hear¬ 
ing or advice as to whether a hearing is 
ordered will receive any notices and or¬ 
ders issued in this matter, including the 
date of the hearing (if ordered) and any 
postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

I seal] George A. Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc 75-6769 Piled 3-13-75:8:45 am) 


1812-37561 

CANADIAN FUND. INC. 

Filing of Application for Exemption 
March 10. 1975. 

Notice is hereby given that Canadian 
Fund. Inc. ("Applicant'). One Wall 
Street. New York, New York 10005. a 
diversified, open-end management in¬ 
vestment company registered under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 
("Act"), has filed an application for an 
order of the Commission pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 6(0 of the Act declaring that Eric 
L. Hamilton ("Hamilton") and Howard 
J. Lang ("Lang") shall not be deemed 
“interested persons" of Applicant within 
the meaning of section 2(a) (19) of the 
Act solely by reason of their status as 
directors of Sun Life Assurance Co. of 
Canada Ltd. ("Sun"). All Interested per¬ 
sons are referred to the application on 
file with the Commission for a statement 
of the representations made therein, 
which are summarized below. 

Hamilton and Lang, members of the 
board of directors of Applicant, are also 
directors of Sun. whose wholly-owned 
subsidiary, Suncan Equity Services Com¬ 
pany i "Suncan"), is registered as a 
broker-dealer under the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934 (the "1934 Act"). 

Sun. a mutual Insurance company In¬ 
corporated in Canada, is in the business 
of selling life insurance and annuities. 
Through its subsidiary Suncan. Sun 
offers for sale to the public In the United 
States individual variable annuities 
funded by separate accounts which are 
registered under the Act ("variable an¬ 
nuity contracts") and HR-10 plans 
funded by separate accounts, interests in 
which are registered under the Securities 
Act of 1933. Sun does not otherwise, 
directly or indirectly, act as a broker or 
dealer. Solely because it sells variable an¬ 
nuity contracts and HR-10 plans. Sun¬ 
can has registered as a broker-dealer 
under the 1934 Act and has become a 
member of the National Association of 
Securities Dealers, Inc. ("NASD"). 

Applicant represents that neither Sun 
nor Suncan has ever engaged in securi¬ 
ties transactions on behalf of Applicant 
or participated in the distribution of Ap¬ 
plicant's shares. Furthermore. Applicant 
represents and warrants that so long 
as Hamilton and Lang remain directors 
of Applicant, it will not knowingly pur¬ 
chase any securities from or through, or 
sell any securities to or through. Sun or 
any of its subsidiaries and neither Sun 
nor any of its subsidiaries will be per¬ 
mitted to participate in the distribution 
of Applicant's shares. 

Applicant represents that Hamilton 
and Lang in no way participate in the 
day-to-day operations of Sun and its 
subsidiaries, and that they are neither 
directors nor officers of Suncan. 

Section 2<a)(19) of the Act. in perti¬ 
nent part, defines an "Interested person" 
of an investment company, its invest¬ 
ment adviser and principal underwriter 
to include any broker or dealer registered 


under the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, or any affiliated person of such 
broker or dealer. Section 2(a) (3) of the 
Act defines an affiliated person of an¬ 
other person to include any director of 
such other person. 

Hamilton and Lang, as directors of 
Sun, the parent of Suncan. are affiliated 
persons of an affiliated person of a broker 
or dealer, and thus "interested persons" 
of Applicant. 

Applicant contends that Hamilton and 
Lang should not be deemed "interested 
persons" of Applicant because their af¬ 
filiation with Sun does not affect, and 
w r lil not impair, their independence in 
acting on behalf of Applicant and its 
shareholders, and the requested exemp¬ 
tion Is therefore consistent with the pro¬ 
visions of section 6(c) of the Act. 

Section 6(c) of the Act provides that 
the Commission may conditionally or un¬ 
conditionally exempt any person, secu¬ 
rity. or transaction, or any class or 
classes of persons, securities, or trans¬ 
actions from any provision of the Act or 
of any rule or regulation under the Act 
if and to the extent such exemption is 
necessary or appropriate in the public 
interest and consistent with the protec¬ 
tion of investors and the purposes fairly 
intended by the policy and provisions of 
the Act. 

Notice is further given that any Inter¬ 
ested person may. not later than April 4. 
1975. at 5:30 pm.. submit to the Com¬ 
mission in writing a request for hearing 
on the matter accompanied by a state¬ 
ment as to the nature of this interest, 
the reason for such request, and the is¬ 
sues. if any. of fact or law proposed to be 
controverted, or he may request that he 
be notified if the Commission shall order 
a hearing thereon. Any such communica¬ 
tion should be addressed: Secretary. 
Securities and Exchange Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail (air mail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon Applicant at the 
address stated above. Proof of such serv¬ 
ice (by affidavit, or in case of an attor- 
ney-at-law. by certificate) shall be filed 
contemporaneously with the request. As 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act, 
an order disposing of the application will 
be issued as of course following said date, 
unless the Commission thereafter orders 
a hearing upon request or upon the Com¬ 
mission's own motion. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing, or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered, will receive any 
notices and orders issued in this matter, 
Including the date of the hearing (if or¬ 
dered) and any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management Regulation, 
pursuant to delegated authority. 

fsEALl George A. Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-6770 Filed 3-13 75:8:45 ami 
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[Pile No. 3-4633) 

FIRST FACTORS 

Application and Opportunity for Hearing 
Mauch 7. 1975. 

Notice Is hereby given that First Fac¬ 
tors. 1050 Crenshaw Boulevard, Los An¬ 
geles, California 90019. has filed on op- 
pUcation pursuant to section 15(a) (2) of 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934. as 
amended (the “Act”) for an order exemp¬ 
ting it from the registration requirements 
of section 15(a)(1) of the Act. 

Section 15(a) (2) authorizes the Com¬ 
mission to exempt any broker or dealer 
or class of brokers or dealers, either un¬ 
conditionally or upon specified terms and 
conditions or for specific periods, from 
the registration requirement of section 
15(a)(1) of the Act. if the Commission 
deems it necessary or appropriate in the 
public interest or for the protection of 
investors. 

First Factors is a California co-part¬ 
nership which makes direct loans to 
eligible small business concerns under 
the loan guarantee program of the United 
States Small Business Administration 
(“SBA"). A loan made to an eligible 
small business with SBA approval quali¬ 
fies for an SBA loan guarantee os to prin¬ 
cipal and interest to the extent of 90% 
of the unpaid balance of the loan or 
$350,000, whichever is less. First Factors 
is an approved lender under that pro¬ 
gram. m return for any loan it makes. 
First Factors win receive a promissory 
note from the borrower for the full 
amount of the loan. First Factors will 
then sell, with the consent of the SBA, 
the guaranteed portion of each loan to 
institutional investors. All such sales will 
be made through brokers or dealers regis¬ 
tered with the Commission. First Factors 
will retain the non-guaranteed portion 
of each loan and will customarily service 
the loan for purchasers of the guaranteed 
portion. 

A more detailed statement of informa¬ 
tion is contained in the application for 
exemption which is on file at the Pub¬ 
lic Reference Room of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission at 1100 L Street 
NW.. Washington. D.C. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may submit to the Com¬ 
mission. not later than April 11. 1975. in 
writing any views or substantial facts 
bearing on this application or the de¬ 
sirability of a hearing thereon. Any such 
communication or request should be ad¬ 
dressed to the Secretary. Securities and 
Exchange Commission, 500 North Capitol 
Street NW.. Washington. D.C. 20549 and 
should refer to File No. 3-4633. Any such 
statement should also briefly provide the 
nature of the Interest of the person sub¬ 
mitting information or requesting a hear¬ 
ing. the reason for such request, and the 
issues of fact and law raised by the ap¬ 
plication which he desires to controvert. 
Any time after April 11, 1975, an order 
granting the application may be issued 


upon request or upon the Commission's 
own motion. 

By the Commission. 

I seal) Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 
|FB Doc 75-6771 Piled 3-l3-76;8:45 am) 


[Pile No. 7-4720) 

INTERNATIONAL NICKEL COMPANY OF 
CANADA, LTD 

Application for Unlisted Trading Privileges 
and of Opportunity for Hearing 

March 7. 1975. 

In the matter of application of the 
Pacific Stock Exchange, Inc., for un¬ 
listed trading privileges in a certain se¬ 
curity. Securities Exchange Act of 1934. 

The above named national securities 
exchange has filed on application with 
the Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion pursuant to section 12(f) (1) (B) of 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and 
Rule 12X-1 thereunder, for unlisted trad¬ 
ing privileges in the common stock of 
the following company, which security 
is listed and registered on one or more 
other national securities exchange: 

THR INTERNATIONAL NICKEL COMPANY 

OP CANADA. LTD., Pile No. 7-4720. 

Upon receipt of a request, on or before 
March 23, 1975 from any interested per¬ 
son, the Commission will determine 
whether the application sliall be set down 
for hearing. Any such request should 
state briefly the nature of the interest of 
the person making the request and the 
position he proposes to take at the hear¬ 
ing, if ordered. In addition, any inter¬ 
ested person may submit his views or 
any additional facts bearing on the said 
application by means of a letter ad¬ 
dressed to the Secretary, Securities and 
Exchange Commission. Washington. D.C. 
20549 not later than the date specified. 
If no one requests a hearing, the appli¬ 
cation will be determined by order of 
the Commission on the basis of the facts 
stated therein and other information 
contained in the official flies of the Com¬ 
mission pertaining thereto. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

fsxALl Shirley E. Hollis. 

Assistant Secretary . 

[PR Do<l 75-6706 Piled 3-13-76:8:45 tun] 


pittway corp. 

Filing of Application lor Exemption 
March 7.1975. 

Notice Is hereby given that Pittway 
Corporation (“Applicant"). 333 Skokie 
Boulevard, Northbrook. Illinois 60062, 
a subsidiary of Standard Shares. Inc. 
(“Standard"), a closed-end. non- 
divers ifled, management Investment 
company, filed an application on Octo¬ 


ber 10. 1974, and an amendment thereto 
on January 31. 1975. for on application 
pursuant to section 17(b) of the Invest¬ 
ment Company Act of 1940 (“Act") for 
an order of the Commission permitting 
officers of Applicant, for a fee and in ac¬ 
cordance with the other terms and con¬ 
ditions described below, to rent from Ap¬ 
plicant its Lockheed Jet Star aircraft 
(“Jet 8tar“) at such time as it is not 
used for company business. All inter¬ 
ested persons are referred to the appli¬ 
cation on fl)e with the Commission for 
a statement of the representations 
therein which are summarized below. 

As of July 31. 1974. Standard owned 
1.231.880 shares constituting approxi¬ 
mately 38 percent of the outstanding 
common stock of Applicant. As a result 
of such ownership. Standard may be 
deemed to be In control of Applicant, 
within the meaning of the Act. 

Applicant is a diversified operating 
company engaged in the manufacture of 
burglar and fire alarm equipment and 
devices, the contract v mcknging of aero¬ 
sol products, the manufacture of aerosol 
valves, the publishing of trade magazines 
and directories, including a direct mall 
marketing business with offices and 
manufacturing facilities in Illinois. Ohio, 
New York, and Wisconsin and invest¬ 
ment participation In real estate ven¬ 
tures in and near Chicago. Illinois and 
Montreal, Canada. 

Nelson Harris, the President and chief 
executive officer, and a director of Ap¬ 
plicant. is also Chairman of the Board 
of Standard: his brother, Irving B. Har¬ 
ris, is the Chairman of the Board of Ap¬ 
plicant and President of Standard: and 
his brother-in-law. Sidney Barrows, a 
director of Pittway, is a Vice President 
and Treasurer of Standard. The above 
mentioned persons, and their families, 
are also substantial stockholders of 
Standard. 

Applicant purchased Jet Star in June 
1969. At the time of purchase. Applicant 
believed that it would require substan¬ 
tially the full use of Jet Star, then esti¬ 
mated at approximately 250 hours of 
annual flying time, but that it would be 
appropriate, at other time, to make the 
aircraft available to its officers and di¬ 
rectors for casual and sporadic personal 
use upon payment of a fee. A fee, deter¬ 
mined by reference to the manufac¬ 
turer's estimate of the aggregate of the 
incremental cost of each hour of flying 
time (“incremental cost") and the de¬ 
preciation and out-of-pocket expenses 
attributable, irrespective of hours flowm. 
to owmlng and operating Jet Star (“fixed 
costs"), was set at $1000 per hour of use. 

For the 1970-1973 period, aggregate 
flying time of Jet Star averaged about 
254 annually with personal use by officers 
and directors averaging about 13 hours 
per year, or approximately 5 percent of 
total flying time. 

Applicant's Board of Directors has now 
determined that it would be in the in¬ 
terests of Applicant to permit Nelson 
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Harris and other officers of Applicant to 
use Jet Star for purposes not related to 
Applicant's business during periods when 
It is not being used by Applicant, upon 
payment of a fee equal to the cost to Ap¬ 
plicant of permitting such use plus a 
fixed hourly charge of $110. The aircraft 
would not be made available to directors 
who are not employees of Applicant. 

Applicant states that since 1969 costs 
have risen to the point where the aggre¬ 
gate of the fixed and incremental cost s 
divided by the number of hours would 
amount to $1400 to $1500 per hour, and 
that the practical effect of attempting to 
include in the hourly charge pro-rata 
charges for all incremental and fixed 
costa would be that when the aircraft is 
not used for business purposes, it would 
remain unused. Applicant states that if 
it can obtain compensation for non-busi¬ 
ness us© in an amount sufficient to cover 
the costa of such use. plus a modest sur¬ 
charge. it would be in its interests to re¬ 
duce the time the plane is unused even 
though the total charge would be less 
then a pro-rata amount of all present 
incremental and fixed costs and also less 
than the current fee of $1,000 per hour. 
Applicant, therefore, proposes to make 
Jet Star available to Its officers for non- 
busines use at such times as it is not be¬ 
ing used for Company busines, for a fee 
for each hour of use equal to $110 plus 
the quotient obtained by dividing the in¬ 
cremental costs of its operation during 
each year by the total number of hours 
flown during that year. Charges will be 
paid promptly after use of the aircraft. 
Hourly fees will be pro-rated for periods 
of use less than an hour. Since actual In¬ 
cremental costs for n given year cannot 
be determined until year-end. the 
amount of the hourly charge for use dur¬ 
ing each year will be computed by refer¬ 
ence to an annualized estimate of such 
costs for the calendar quarter proceeding 
the date of such use; and an adjustment 
will be made at the end of such year for 
any difference betwene such quarterly 
estimates and actual incremental costs 
for that year. Applicant states that, 
based upon 1973 figures, the charge to 
officers would be $649 per hour. At that 
fee. use of the aircraft by officers for non- 
busincs purposes is expected to approach 
30 to 40 hours per year. In any case. Ap¬ 
plicant proposes to limit such use to a 
maximum of 20% of the total number of 
hours flown in any one year. 

Applicant represents that It considered 
leasing the aircraft to outside persons 
during periods of non-use. but rejected 
that possibility because of its conclusion 
that an outside leasing program would 
create scheduling difficulties and uncer¬ 
tainty as to whether the aircraft would 
be in optimum condition when needed by 
Applicant, and might inhibit Applicant’s 
own use. 

Applicant contends that, apart from 
the net economic benefit it would de¬ 
rive from the fees paid by officers who 
used the aircraft, such use reflects a 
proper exercise of business Judgment for 
an operating company as to appropriate 
employment incentives for key personnel. 


Section 17(a)(3) of the Act provides, 
in pertinent part, that it shall be un¬ 
lawful for any affiliated person of a reg¬ 
istered Investment company or any affil¬ 
iated person of such a person, acting as 
principal, to borrow money or other 
property from such registered company 
or from any company controlled by such 
registered company. Section 17(b) of the 
Act provides, that the Commission, upon 
application, may exempt proposed trans¬ 
actions from the provisions of section 
17(a). Jf evidence establishes that the 
terms of such proposed transactions, in¬ 
cluding the consideration to be paid or 
received, are reasonable and fair and 
do not Involve overreaching on the part 
of any person concerned and that the 
proposed transactions are consistent with 
the policy of the registered Investment 
company concerned and with the gen¬ 
eral purposes of the Act. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may. not later than April 2. 
1975. at 5:30 pm., submit to the Com¬ 
mission in writing a request for a hear¬ 
ing on the matter accompanied by a 
statement as to the nature of his inter¬ 
est. the reason for such request, and the 
issues. If any* of fact or law proposed to 
be controverted, or he may request that 
he be notified if the Commission shall 
order a hearing thereon. Any such com¬ 
munication should be addressed: Secre¬ 
tary. Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion. Washington. D.C. 20549. A copy of 
such request shall be served personally or 
by mall (airmail If the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 
from the point of mailing) upon Appli¬ 
cant at the address set forth above. Proof 
of such service (by affidavit, or. in case 
of an attorney-at-law. by certificate) 
shall be filed contemporaneously with the 
request. As provided by Rule 0-5 of the 
Rules and Regulations promulgated 
under the Act. an order disposing of the 
application will be issued as of course 
following said date, unless the Commis¬ 
sion thereafter orders a hearing upon re¬ 
quest or upon the Commission's own mo¬ 
tion. Persons who request a hearing or 
advice as to whether a hearing is or¬ 
dered will receive any notices or orders 
issued in tills matter, including the date 
of the hearing (if ordered) and any post¬ 
ponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Investment Management Regulation, 
pursuant to delegated authority. 

iSEAL] Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

|FR Doc.75-6772 FUod 3-13~75;8:46 am| 


(612-37341 

PUTNAM INVESTORS FUND. INC. ET AL 
Filing o i Application 

In the matter of Putnam Investors 
Fund. Inc.; Putnam Fund Distributors. 
Inc, c/o Putnam Fund Distributors. Inc.. 
265 Franklin Street. Boston Massachu¬ 
setts 02110; Merrill Lynch. Pierce, Fen¬ 
ner & Smith Incorporated, The Munic¬ 
ipal Income Fund (First Insured Dis¬ 
count Series and Subsequent Scries), 


The Corporate Income Fund (First Dis¬ 
count Series and Subsequent Series), 
c/o Merrill Lynch, Pierce. Fenner & 
Smith Incorporated. One Liberty Plaza, 
165 Broadway, New York. New York 
10006. 

Notice is hereby given that Putnam 
Investors Fund. Inc. (' Putnam Inves¬ 
tors”), an open-end diversified manage¬ 
ment investment company registered 
under the Investment Company Act of 
1940 (“Act"), The Municipal Income 
Fund (First Insured Discount Series and 
Subsequent Series). The Corporate In¬ 
come Fund (First Discount Series and 
Subsequent Series) ("Bond Funds”), 
both unit investment trusts registered 
under the Act. Putnam Fund Distribu¬ 
tors. Inc. ("PPIT'). principal under¬ 
writer for sales of Putnam Investors, and 
Merrill Lynch, Pierce. Fenner k Smith 
Incorporated ("Merrill Lynch”), prin¬ 
cipal underwriter and sponsor of the 
Bond Funds (collectively "Applicants”), 
filed an application on December 10, 
1974. and amendments thereto on Janu¬ 
ary 28. 1975 and February 7, 1975. for an 
order, pursuant to section 6(c) of the 
Act, exempting applicants and certain 
proposed transactions from the provi¬ 
sions of section 22(d) of the Act. All in¬ 
terested persons are referred to the ap¬ 
plication on file with the Commission for 
a statement of the representations con¬ 
tained therein which are summarized 
below. 

Shares of Putnam Investors are con¬ 
tinuously offered for sale with a mini¬ 
mum purchase requirement of $500. The 
sales charge for Putnam Investors shares 
is 8%% of the public offering price for 
sales of less than $10,000. with lowered 
sales charges for larger transactions. 

Units of the Bond Funds will be offered 
to the public with a sales charge of 4 
percent of the public offering price. The 
Bond Funds were formed for the purpose 
of Investing In interest-bearing munici¬ 
pal or corporate bonds which are selling 
at deep market discounts at the date of 
purchase. 

Merrill Lynch proposes to offer to the 
public on a combination basis, units of 
the Bond Funds along with shares of Put¬ 
nam Investors ("Combined Units”). The 
public offering price of a single Combined 
Unit will be $1,000 which win be applied 
first to the payment of the purchase price 
of one unit of one of the Bond Funds at 
its then public offering price per unit 
with the balance to be applied to the 
purchase of shares of Putnam Investors. 
The public offering price of a Combined 
Unit will include a sales charge consist¬ 
ing of 4 percent of that portion of the 
offering price allocated to purchases of 
units of one of the Bond Funds and 6 
percent of that portion of the offering 
price allocated to Putnam Investors 
shares. Investors who purchase Com¬ 
bined Units and are thereby or are other¬ 
wise entitled to receive a further reduc¬ 
tion in the sales charge on Putnam In¬ 
vestors shares by reason of the Combined 
Purchase Privilege, the Cumulative 
Quantity Discount or a Statement of In¬ 
tention as described in the current pros¬ 
pectus of Putnam Investors, will receive 
such further reduction in the form of 
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additional shares of Putnam Investors at 
the applicable public offering price. How¬ 
ever. any investor otherwise entitled to 
sales charges under 6 percent will not be 
entitled to further reductions because 
shares are purchased in combination 
with Bond Fund units. The minimum 
purchase by any investor will be sufficient 
Combined Units such that Putnam In¬ 
vestors’ minimum investment require¬ 
ment of $500 will be met. It is anticipated 
that this will be two or three Combined 
Units depending upon the market dis¬ 
count on the bonds purchased for the 
Bond Fund portfolio. 

Section 22(d). Section 22<d) of the 
Act, in pertinent port, prohibits a regis¬ 
tered investment company and its prin¬ 
cipal underwriter from selling Us re¬ 
deemable securities to any person other 
than a dealer, a principal underwriter or 
the Issuer except at the current public 
offering price described in the pro¬ 
spectus. 

Applicants assert that a considerable 
portion of the sales charge on a Fund 
such as Putnam Investors covers the 
costs of initially soliciting the customer, 
ascertaining his financial needs, and 
counseling him; and that if a retailer 
sells fund shares to an investor to whom 
he has previously or contemporaneously 
sold some other financial products, much 
of the necessary solicitation and finan¬ 
cial counseling will already have taken 
place and need not be repeated in con¬ 
nection with the sale of the fund. Appli¬ 
cants state that it is desirable to recog¬ 
nize such cost savings and to allow them 
to be passed along to investors. 

Applicants further state that the re¬ 
tailing of Combined Units by Merrill 
Lynch will allow PFD to distribute an in¬ 
creased number of Putnam Investors 
shares without a corresponding increase 
in selling costs; because PFD will be deal¬ 
ing with only one retailer, there will be 
Increased coordination between the un¬ 
derwriter and retailer which, it is be¬ 
lieved, will permit cost savings to each. 

Applicants propose that the Putnam 
Investors shares purchased from the 
same retailer in combination with the 
units of the Bonds Funds be offered to the 
public at a reduced sales load of 6 per¬ 
cent of the public offering price rather 
than at 8^4 percent. Applicants believe 
that a reduction in Putnam Investors* 
sales charge from 8*4 percent to 6 per¬ 
cent of the offering price Is appropriate 
to reflect savings which may be realized 
and passed along to Investors. Whereas 
Merrill Lynch would ordinarily receive a 
dealer discount of 7.0 percent of the pub¬ 
lic offering price on sales of Putnam In¬ 
vestors involving less than $10,000, it win 
receive 4,8 percent of the public offering 
price when sold in the Combined Units. 
PFD would ordinarily receive 1.5 percent 
of the public offering price of Putnam 
Investors when the transaction involved 
less than $10,000. but it will receive 1.4 
percent of the public offering price when 
sold as part of the Combined Units. 

Section 6(c). Section 6(c) of the Act 
authorizes the Commission to exempt 
any person, security or transaction, or 


class of persons, securities or transac¬ 
tions from any provisions of the Act, if 
and to the extent that such exemption is 
necessary or appropriate in the public 
interest and consistent with the protec¬ 
tion of investors and the purposes fairly 
intended by the policy and provisions of 
the Act. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may. not later than April 1, 
1975, at 5:30 pjn.. submit to the Commis¬ 
sion in writing a request for a hearing on 
the matter accompanied by a statement 
as to the nature of his interest, the reason 
for such request and the issues of fact or 
law proposed to be controverted, or he 
may request that he be notified if the 
Commission shall order a hearing there¬ 
on. Any such communication should be 
addressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20549. A copy of such request shall be 
served personally or by mail (air mail if 
the person being served is located more 
than 500 miles from the point of mail¬ 
ing) upon Applicants at the addresses 
stated above. Proof of such service (by 
affidavit or in case of an attorney-at-law 
by certificate) shall be filed contempo¬ 
raneously with the request. As provided 
by Rule 0-5 of the Rules and Regulations 
promulgated under the Act, an order dis¬ 
posing of the application herein will be 
issued as of course following said date 
unless the Commission thereafter orders 
a hearing upon request or upon the Com¬ 
mission's own motion. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing, or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered, will receive any no¬ 
tices and orders issued in this matter, in¬ 
cluding the date of the hearing (if or¬ 
dered) and any postponements thereof. 

By the Commission. 

tscAi.l Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary . 

| PR Doc.75-8773 Filed 3-13-75:8:46 am] 


1245-2696] 

VALLEY RANCHES, LTD. 

Order Temporarily Suspending Exemption, 
Statement of Reasons Therefor, and 
Opportunity for Hearing 

March 5, 1975. 

L North Valley Ranches. Inc. (the “Is¬ 
suer”), a Washington corporation or¬ 
ganized February 15. 1973, with offices 
located at Suite 203, 1800 Westlake Ave¬ 
nue North, Seattle, Washington, filed 
with the Commission on April 16. 1973. a 
Form 1-A Notification with attached 
exhibits, including an offering circular, 
relating to the offering of 500 units of 
limited partnership interest at $1,000 per 
unit for an aggregate of $500,000 in a 
proposed limited partnership to be called 
Valley Ranches. Ltd. The issuer, whose 
sole stockholder and president is Francis 

A. Scheiderich, was to act as general 
partner for Valley Ranches. Ltd. Unity 
Securities Corporation of Beverly Hills, 
California was named underwriter. The 
offering pursuant to the Regulation A ex¬ 
emption has not commenced. 


IL The Commission, on the basis of 
Information reported by the staff, has 
reason to believe that: 

A. The notification and offering cir¬ 
cular, as amended, contain untrue state¬ 
ments of material facts and omit to state 
material facts necessary in order to make 
the statements made. In the light of the 
circumstances under which they were 
made, not misleading, concerning: 

1. The fair market value of the land to 

be purchased by the partnership; 

2. The extent to which such land could 

be utilized profitably for agricultural 
purposes; 

3. Limitations on the availability of ir¬ 

rigation water for use on such land; 

4. Losses suffered by investors in a previ¬ 

ous limited partnership venture pro¬ 
moted by Scheiderich; 

5. Modes and extent of compensation re¬ 

ceived by 8cheiderich and manage¬ 
ment practices in another limited 
partnership venture promoted by 
him; 

6. The experience and training in 

farming operations of the persons 
who would manage the land to be 
acquired by the partnership; 

7. The possibility that the promoters 

breached their fiduciary obligations 
to the limited partners of on affil¬ 
iated partnership. 

B. An order of Injunction was issued 
in the United States District Court at 
Los Angeles against the underwriter of 
the proposed offering, after the filing of 
the notification which would have ren¬ 
dered the Regulation A exemption un¬ 
available if it had occurred prior to 
such filing. 

C. The offering, if made, would be in 
violation of Section 17 of the Securities 
Act of 1933, as amended. 

IIL It appearing to the Commission 
that It is in the public interest and for 
the protection of Investors that the ex¬ 
emption of the issuer under Regulation A 
be temporarily suspended. 

It is ordered , Pursuant to Rule 261(a) 
of the General Rules and Regulations 
under the Securities Act of 1933, as 
amended, that the exemption of the is¬ 
suer under Regulation A be, and hereby 
is. temporarily suspended; 

It is further ordered . Pursuant to Rule 
7 of the Commission's Rules of Practice, 
that the issuer file an answer to the alle¬ 
gations contained in tills order within 
thirty days of the entry thereof; 

Notice is hereby given, that any person 
having any interest in the matter may 
file with the Secretary of the Commission 
a written request for a hearing within 
thirty days after the entry of this order; 
that within twenty days after receipt of 
such request the Commission will, or at 
any time upon its own motion may, set 
the matter down for a hearing at a place 
to be designated by the Commission for 
the purpose of determining whether this 
order of suspension should be vacated or 
made permanent, without prejudice, 
however, to the consideration and pres¬ 
entation of additional matters at the 
hearing; and that notice of the time and 
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place for the said hearing will be prompt¬ 
ly given by the Commission. If no hear¬ 
ing Is requested and none is ordered by 
the Commission, the order shall become 
permanent on the thirtieth day after its 
entry and shall remain in effect unless it 
is modified or vacated by the Commis¬ 
sion. 

By the Commission. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc,75-6774 Piled 3-13-75:8:45 am| 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Manpower Administration 

EMPLOYMENT TRANSFER AND BUSINESS 

COMPETITION DETERMINATIONS UN¬ 
DER RURAL DEVELOPMENT ACT 

Applications 

The organizations listed in the attach¬ 
ment have applied to the Secretary of 
Agriculture for financial assistance in 
the form of grants, loans, or loan guar¬ 
antees in order to establish or improve 
facilities at the locations listed for the 
purposes given in the attached list. The 
financial assistance would be authorized 
by the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act. os amended, 7 U.S.C. 
1924<b>. 1932, or 1942<b>. 

The Act requires the Secretary of Labor 
to determine whether such Federal as¬ 
sistance is calculated to or is likely to 
result In the transfer from one area to 
another of any employment or business 
activity provided by operations of the 
applicant. It Is permissible to assist the 
establishment of a new branch, affiliate 
or subsidiary, only if this will not result 
in increased unemployment in the place 
of present operations and there is no rea¬ 
son to believe the new facility is being 
established with the intention of closing 
down an operating facility. 

The Act also prohibits such assistance 
if the Secretary of Labor determines that 
it is calculated to or is likely to result 
in on increase in the production of goods, 
materials, or commodities, or the avail¬ 
ability of services or facilities in the area, 
when there is not sufficient demand for 
such goods, materials, commodities, serv¬ 
ices. or facilities to employ the efficient 
capacity of existing competitive commer¬ 
cial or industrial enterprises, unless such 
financial or other assistance will not 
have an adverse effect upon existing 
competitive enterprises in the area. 

The Secretary of Labor's review and 
certification procedures are set forth at 
29 CFR Part 75. published January 29. 
1975 (40 FR 4393). In determining 
whether the applications should be ap¬ 
proved or denied, the Secretary w ill take 
into consideration the following factors: 

1. The overall employment and unem¬ 
ployment situation in the local area in 
which the proposed facility will be lo¬ 
cated. 

2. Employment trends in the same in¬ 
dustry in the local area. 

3. The potential effect of the new facil¬ 
ity upon the local labor market, with 
particular emphasis upon its potential 
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Impact upon competitive enterprises in 
the same area. 

4. The competitive effect upon other 
facilities in the same industry located In 
other areas (where such competition Is 
a factor). 

5. In the cose of applications involving 
the establishment of branch plants or 
facilities, the potential effect of such new 
facilities on other existing plants or fa¬ 
cilities operated by the applicant 

All persons wishing to bring to the at¬ 
tention of the Secretary of Labor any 
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information pertinent to the determina¬ 
tions which must be made regarding 
these applications are invited to submit 
such information in WTiting within two 
weeks of publication of this notice to: 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Man¬ 
power, 601 D Street, NW. Washington. 
D.C. 20213. 

Signed at Washington. D.C., this 10th 
day of March 1975. 

Ben Burdetsky. 

Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Manpoicer. 


Appticnikms rtalttd during tkt ttttk rndinq Mar. 7, JiCt 


Nora* of applicant Location of aatcrprbe !*iintf pal product or activity 


Ttinbarllna Outfitters, Inc..Jackman. Maine...... TirtuU sak* of apnrtinjr good*. 

IKC Electronic* Corn. . . Wayne CO..N.Y.Mamibrturtfif, electronic* 

Jellyxume Camp litwori of North Kara bury, NJ... Recreational campground. 

Jersey. 

Jarohaoti Manniarturliiff Co.. Lw*.Near Ca*t>, Ts.Industrial fasteners (nnu and waiter*). 

CbrUt > A A*oci*ioe It oust' of Corkers- Parkraburjr. W. Vo... Hr toll restaurant, 

burr. 

Turf Kntarprtorr, Ino.. Hanson, W. Vs.. Production of ready-mix concrete for salt* (o fcncnU 

public. 

Lessee-Oakvlrw Plantations, Inc....... Woodruff, 8-C...Ferment, bottlo and noil froren gmpo pulp, fruxen 

storaie of yrwpo •rrvtco-coiwantnae. 

Pear Orchard Corp. .. LaGronf*. Ky\...To build approx. IftO low Income, rtngio family 

bomr*. 

9am K. ITmrtl....Starkvtlfo, Misc. Mamifocturln* lime fertiliser for soil eoiMlIiioulnf. 

Walter L Sanders... Lexington, 8.C_Men’s wi'*r-»i»urt-dress-formal rental. 

Raymond II. Kemmcrllu and Ktun- Onuagebsrg, 8,0^.— Wholesale beef and pork cuts nmi related by- 

merlin Meats, Inr. products. 

W. K. Porks Lutnl>cr Co., Inc.— Port Cilbson. Miss. Hardwood and toft wood lumber products, 

and N#w*Utou, La. 

Pee Dee Ceramics, li»c. Marian County, 8.C.. Manufacturing of architectural brick pareri 

CAH Saks Company, bw.. Easley, 8.C.Dirt ri button of lamts, boat trailers, and arewssoruv 

to marina retail stores. 

Coke, Inc.—___MendoU, HI... A complete mechanical pickle harvester and as¬ 

sociated repair part*. 

Salem All Channel Cable vision, loe.... Salem, Ind...To maintain present amployroanl and to create 

additional employment. 

Iron River Nursing Home, Inc....—*. Iron River. Mich..An intermediate care* mining home facility. 

Stanley O. Boaksr... Plain well, Mich. Full service family restaurant. 

Almur Industrie*. Inc..VandaUa. HI.. Aluminum con and plastic trial kers all typ**. 

Hobby Crowell....... Rockwall, To*.Meat proreioing plant-custom processing and retail 

meal outlet ol beef and pork. 

Moore Kmiipment Co..Cbllllcotte Mo.Sale and service of John Deere form Mraipment. 

Landmark Kritcrpriw*. Inc.Trenton, Mo.Complete commercial aandblasUng and reOniahlny, 

Including portable services. 

Conrad. Inc.. Houghton, Iowa.Manufociurtng groin storage bine for sale. 

Aloha Cedar Products. Inc.... Aloha Wadi-..... Lumber, shingles, and wood chips (cedar). 

Black loot Knier prises, Inc. Blackfoot, Idaho_ Motel, role, and lounge 


(FR Doc.75-6684 Filed 3-13-75:8:45 ami 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Notice 7201 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

March 11, 1975. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment. cancellation or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Docket 
of the Commission. An attempt will be 
made to publish notices of cancellation 
of hearings as promptly as possible, but 
interested parties should take appropri¬ 
ate steps to insure that they are notified 
of cancellation or postponements of hear¬ 
ings in which they are interested. 

MC 123407 Sub 197, Sawyer Transport. Inc., 
now being aligned June 10. 1975 at Den¬ 
ver, Oolo., tn a hearing room to be later 
designated. 

MC 01592 Sub 329, Jenkins Truck Line. Inc., 
and MC 124592 Sub 135, Sammons Truck¬ 


ing. A Corporation, now being assigned 
June 11, 1975, at Denver, Colorado, in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 133233 Sub 32. Clarence L Wernor, DbA 
Werner Enterprises, now being assigned 
June 10. 1975. at Denver, Oolo., in a hear¬ 
ing room to be later designated. 

MC 140122 Sub 2. Snowball, Ltd., now being 
assigned June 18. 1975, at Denver. Oolo . 
in a hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 133941 Sub 4, Northern Industrial Car¬ 
riers Ltd., now being assigned June 23.1975, 
at Denver. Colo., In a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

MC 138730 Sub 2, Caravan Tours. Inc,, dba 
Caravan Townc Cars, now being assigned 
June 9. 1975 (2 weeks) at Newark. New 
Jersey; tn a hearing room to be designated 
later. 

I A 8 f/o. M 28239. Restructured LTL Rate*. 
January. 1975. Central & Southern Terri¬ 
tory. now assigned March 25.1975, at Wash¬ 
ington. D C., Is postponed to April 22. 1975. 
at the Offices of tho Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington. D.C. 

W 78 Sub 12. The Valley Line Company, W 
104 8ub 28, Union Mechllng Corp.. and W 
377 Sub 15. Dixie Carriers. Inc., now being 
assigned for pre-hearing conference on 
May 28. 1975, at the Offices of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Washington, 
DC. 
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MC 61603 Sub 323. Jenklna Truck Line. Inc, 
now being Assigned for pre-hearing con¬ 
ference on May 28, 1076. lit the Office* of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 

MC 117674 Sub 262. Dally Express, Inc , now 
being assigned May 20. 1075, at the Office 
of the In ter*tat* Commerce Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 

MC 113843 8ub 212, Refrigerated rood Ex¬ 
press, Inc, now being assigned June 3. 
1076, at the Office of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission. Washington. D.C. 

MC 21866 Sub 78. West Motor Freight, Inc, 
now being assigned June 11. 1975. at the 
Office of the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion. Washington, D.C. 

MC 138018 Sub 16. Refrigerated Foods. Inc, 
now assigned March 17* 1976 at Denver. 
Colo, to cancelled and the application to 
dismissed. 

MC 106269 Sub 67. Graff Trucking Company, 
Inc, now assigned April 7. 1975 at Chicago. 
Illinois; to postponed Indefinitely. 

(seal] Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.76-6668 Filed 3-13-75,8:45 am] 


(Notice 721] 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

March 11. 1975. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment. cancellation or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This Ust contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include cases 
previously assigned hearing dates. The 
hearings will be on the issues as presently 
reflected in the Official Docket of the 
Commission. An attempt will be made to 
publish notices of cancellation of hear¬ 
ings as promptly as possible, but inter¬ 
ested parties should take appropriate 
steps to insure that they are notified of 
cancellation or postponements of hear¬ 
ings in which they are interested. 

CORRECTION 

MC 138770 Sub 3, Boyd Trucking Company, 
Inc, now being assigned June 9, 1976 (1 
week), at Atlanta. Oeorgla. In a hearing 
roam to be designated later; Instead of MC 
138741 Sub 11. E. K. Motor Service. Inc. 

(seal! Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.76-6812 Filed 3-13-75; 8:46 am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[ 40 CFR Part 141 J 

|FRL 343-8| 

PRIMARY DRINKING WATER 
Proposed Interim Standards 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to sections 1412, 1414, 1415 and 1450 of 
the Safe Drinking Water Act ("the Act." 
Pub. L. 93-523) the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency «EPA > 
proposes to issue a new 40 CFR Part 141 
setting forth interim primary drinking 
water standards (Subpart A) and regu¬ 
lations governing the granting of 
variances and exemptions from those 
standards <Subpart B) The proposed 
regulations set forth below cover only' 
the interim primary standards. Proposed 
regulations dealing with the granting of 
variances and exemptions will be pub¬ 
lished shortly. 

The Act was signed by the President 
on December 16, 1974. It is the first Fed¬ 
eral Act dealing in depth with providing 
safe drinking water for public use. The 
standards proposed today are the first 
regulations to be published as part of 
EPA's implementation of this new major 
environmental legislation. Under section 
1412(a)(1) of the Act. EPA is obligated 
to publish proposed standards within 90 
days after enactment, and promulgation 
of final standards is required 180 days 
after enactment. Those standards be¬ 
come effective 18 months after the date 
of their promulgation. 

The Act clearly contemplates that the 
States, rather than the Federal govern¬ 
ment, will have primary responsibilities 
for carrying out the purposes of the legis¬ 
lation. Thus, when a State demonstrates 
that it has the authority and capability 
to carry on a program consistent with 
the Act. the Federal government will 
recognize the State's primary enforce¬ 
ment responsibilities and will thereafter 
play largely a passive role in assuring 
safe drinking water in that State. Under 
section 1413(a)(1) of the Act a State has 
primary enforcement responsibility if the 
Administrator has determined that such 
State— 

(1) Has adopted drinking water regu¬ 
lations which 

(A) In the case of the period begin¬ 
ning on the date the National Interim 
Primary' Drinking Water Regulations are 
promulgated under section 1412 and 
ending on the date such regulations take 
effect are no less stringent than such 
regulations, and 

(B) In the case of the period after 
such effective date are no less stringent 
than the interim and revised national 
primary drinking water regulations in 
effect under such section; 

(2) Has adopted and is Implementing 
adequate procedures for the enforcement 
of such State regulations, including con¬ 
ducting such monitoring and making 
such inspections as the Administrator 
may require by regulation; 

(3) Will keep such records and make 
such reports with respect to its activities 
under paragraphs (1) and <2) as the 


Administrator may require by regula¬ 
tion; 

(4) If it permits variances or exemp¬ 
tions. or both, from the requirements of 
its drinking water regulations which 
meet the requirements of paragraph «1 >, 
permits such variances and exemptions 
under conditions and in a manner which 
Is not less stringent than the conditions 
under, and the manner in. which vari¬ 
ances and exemptions may be granted 
under sections 1415 and 1416; and 

<5> Has adopted and can implement 
an adequate plan for the provision of 
safe drinking water under emergency 
circumstances. 

The Administrator shall, by regula¬ 
tion (proposed within 180 days of the 
date of the enactment of the Act, pre¬ 
scribe the manner in which a State may 
apply to the Administrator for a deter¬ 
mination that the requirements of para¬ 
graphs (1). (2), (3). and <4> of subsec¬ 
tion (a) of section 1413 of the Act are 
satisfied with respect to the State, the 
manner in which the determination is 
made, the period for which the deter¬ 
mination will be effective, and the man¬ 
ner in which the Administrator may de¬ 
termine that such requirements are no 
longer met. Such regulations shall re¬ 
quire that before a determination of the 
Administrator that such requirements 
are met or are no longer met with re¬ 
spect to a State may become effective, 
the Administrator shall notify such 
State of the determination and the rea¬ 
sons therefor and shall provide an oppor¬ 
tunity for public hearing on the deter¬ 
mination. Such regulations shall be 
promulgated (with such modifications as 
the Administrator deems appropriate) 
within 90 days of the publication of the 
proposed regulations in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. The Administrator shall promptly 
notify in writing the chief executive 
officer of each State of the promulgation 
of regulations under this paragraph. 
Such notice shall contain a copy of the 
regulations and shall specify a State's 
authority under this title when it is de¬ 
termined to have primary enforcement 
responsibility for public water systems. 

(2) When an application is submitted 
in accordance with the Administrator’s 
regulations, the Administrator shall 
within 90 days of the date on which such 
application is submitted 

(A) Make the determination applied 
for. or 

(B> Deny the application and notify 
the applicant in writing of the reasons 
for his denial. 

Within 180 days after enactment EPA 
is required to propose regulations which 
prescribe the manner in which a State 
may apply to the Administrator for a de¬ 
termination that it has met the criteria 
for operation of a safe drinking water 
program. 

A principal concern of EPA in deter¬ 
mining the scope, stringency, and timing 
of the proposed interim drinking water 
regulations is the burden they will im¬ 
pose and its implications for the work¬ 
ability of the regulations. The Act as¬ 
signs a predominant role to the States. 
EPA recognizes that decisions to imple¬ 
ment these regulations on the part of 


most States must be a reasonable prob¬ 
ability. The willing cooperation of sub¬ 
ordinate levels of government, public 
utilities and others is also necessary In 
tills regard, comm enters are urged to 
keep in mind the levels of dollar re¬ 
sources and other assistance that can be 
expected from EPA to support States, 
local government and other participants 
in carrying out the Act. EPA's budget 
request for grants to States for public 
water system supervision programs in 
FY 1976 is $7,500,000. EPA personnel re¬ 
sources and other financial resources will 
be made available, particularly to assist 
the States in setting up and operating 
programs, to the extent possible, but this 
support will necessarily be limited and 
the States and utilities will need to allo¬ 
cate funds to Implement the program. 

EPA has provided for phasing in the 
testing requirements in the presently 
proposed regulations. In its regulations 
governing the requirements for State 
programs to qualify for primary enforce¬ 
ment responsibility EPA will allow con¬ 
siderable leeway in the time-phasing of 
programs, and will permit considerable 
variation and flexibility in State ap¬ 
proaches to enforcement. Even so, many 
impacts and duties will fall upon the 
States as soon as these regulations are 
effective eighteen months after promul¬ 
gation. Enforcement requests and citizens 
suits must be anticipated to commence 
then. Calls for State assistance to locali¬ 
ties and utilities, including extensive 
laboratory services and approval of lab¬ 
oratories. assistance in upgrading per¬ 
formance and other services, will esca¬ 
late. Violations of the regulations by 
suppliers of water will become immedl- 
iately apparent with the operation of 
section 1414(0 of the Act and l 141.32 
of the regulations as to public notifica¬ 
tion. A flow of applications for variances 
and exemptions will begin. 

With these considerations in mind, yet 
recognizing the overriding consideration 
of improving protection of public health 
through assuring compliance with the 
standards set forth in these regulations. 
EPA must fix the maximum contaminant 
levels and other requirements called for 
in the interim regulations. On the many 
aspects of this most important issue in¬ 
volving the appropriate balance of health 
protection and realistic implementation 
of the program, EPA requests public 
analysis and comment. 

The Interim Primary Drinking Water 
Standards proposed today protect health 
to the extent feasible, taking costs into 
consideration, using technology, treat¬ 
ment techniques and other means gen¬ 
erally available. The Act in section 1401 
requires that for each primary drinking 
water contaminant the Administrator 
specify cither a maximum contaminant 
level If it Is feasible to ascertain that level 
in water, or. a treatment technique which 
leads to a sufficient reduction in the level 
of such contaminant if it is not feasible 
to ascertain that level Based on past 
monitoring experience for these levels, 
the Administrator has determined that 
it is economically and technologically 
feasible to monitor drinking water for 
contaminants at the maximum contami- 
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nant levels. Therefore, required treat¬ 
ment techniques will not be a part of 
these interim primary standards. How¬ 
ever, EPA welcomes comment on this is¬ 
sue and if public comment justifies It, 
EPA will consider issuing treatment tech¬ 
niques in lieu of maximum contaminant 
levels for one or more of the contami¬ 
nants covered in the regulations. 

The Interim primary standards pro¬ 
posed today are based largely on the 1962 
Public Health Service Drinking Water 
Standards and the review of those stand¬ 
ards accomplished by the EPA Advisory 
Committee Report on the Revision and 
Application of the Drinking Water 
Standards, as recommended to the Ad¬ 
ministrator. on September 20, 1973. 

The Act in section 1412(b) provides 
that revised primary drinking water 
standards are to be proposed (and 
promulgated within 180 days thereafter) 
100 days following the date of the report 
on the study to be conducted by the Na¬ 
tional Academy of Sciences on recom¬ 
mended health-based maximum con¬ 
taminant levels. This report Is due no 
later than December 16. 1976. In turn, 
the revised primary regulations will be 
effective 18 months following the date of 
their promulgation. While it is antici¬ 
pated that changes will be made In some 
of the maximum contaminant levels of 
the interim primary standards, that 
there will be contaminants added to the 
list of regulated substances, and that 
broad groupings of contaminants (such 
as organics) will be further defined, the 
revised standards will not automatically 
supersede the interim standards. Only if 
the revised regulations expressly revoke 
the interim standards will the latter no 
longer be effective. In determining 
whether the revised regulations will su¬ 
persede. the Administrator will consider 
the length of time they have been in ef¬ 
fect. and the compatibility of the compli¬ 
ance strategies and techniques for meet¬ 
ing interim and revised regulations. If all 
or part of the interim regulations remain 
in effect, the water supplier will be re¬ 
quired to meet both sets of standards 
sequentially. 

Definitions and coverage . To determine 
whether these standards apply to a par¬ 
ticular system, reference must be made 
to both H 141.2 and 141,3 of the regula¬ 
tions. The term “public water system** is 
defined in 8 141.2(e) to mean a system 
which serves at least fifteen service con¬ 
nections or at least twenty-flve Individ¬ 
uals on a regular basis. Public water 
systems w'hich otherwise would be cov¬ 
ered by the Act are not required to meet 
these standards if they serve 25 or more 
people but only for less than three 
months out of the year. The intent is to 
cover campgrounds and resort facilities 
which may serve for at least three 
months a substantial population. Al¬ 
though a supplier of drinking water must 
comply' with all requirements of the Act 
when he is providing water, he need not 
monitor, make reports, etc., while the 
system is not operating or when it is 
regularly providing water to fewer than 
twenty-flve individuals. 


For a public water system to be ex¬ 
cluded from coverage by these regula¬ 
tions it must meet all four criteria set out 
by 8 141.3. 

The broad definition of “State** in 
I 141.2(f) is Intended to make clear that 
the State government is the primary en¬ 
forcement authority if the State has as¬ 
sumed this authority under section 1413 
of the Act; if not, the Regional Adminis¬ 
trator of EPA is the primary enforce¬ 
ment authority. The only exception is 
found in 8 141.61 (Reporting Require¬ 
ments). where the Federal Agencies are 
required to report results of analyses to 
the Regional Administrator even when 
the State lias assumed primary enforce¬ 
ment responsibility. 

Maximum contaminant levels . The 
maximum contaminant levels for Ar¬ 
senic, Barium, Cadmium. Chromium, 
Cyanide. Fluoride. Lead, Selenium and 
Silver are identical to the 1962 Drinking 
Water Standards (section 5.22). With the 
exception of nitrates, all of the maximum 
contaminant levels for inorganic chemi¬ 
cals are based upon data addressed to 
possible health effects that may occur 
after a lifetime of exposure, and the 
standards have been reviewed in light of 
substantial information generated since 
the publication of the 1962 Standards. 
More complete summaries of the bases 
for these standards are contained in the 
Statement of Basis and Purpose. 

Special attention is invited to the 
cadmium standard. Recent evidence has 
established that cigarette smoking may 
contribute as much or more cadmium to 
the body burden as does the ingestion of 
cadmium with food. The standard for 
cadmium proposed today docs not take 
into account the additive effect of cad¬ 
mium ingestion from smoking. EPA in¬ 
vites comments as to the question 
whether the cadmium standard should 
be directed specifically toward protection 
of smokers as well as non-smokers. 

Only a small fraction of the mercury 
In drinking water is in the alkyl form, 
which is considered more toxic than other 
forms of mercury'. Alkyl mercury has 
only been detected in water in the nan¬ 
ogram per liter range. However, the pro¬ 
posed standard for mercury is derived 
on the assumption that all mercury in 
water is methyl mercury. Public com¬ 
ment is solicited as to whether or not this 
procedure Is reasonable. Possible alterna¬ 
tives include: 

a. Setting the standard on the assump¬ 
tion that all the mercury in the water is 
methyl mercury, but requiring that the 
total mercury concentration be below' the 
specified level. 

b. Leaving the standard at the present 
level to protect against the toxic effects 
of methyl mercury, but specify that the 
standard applies only to that form, or 

c. Establishing two standards—one for 
organic and one for inorganic mercury. 

The maximum contaminant level for 
organic chemicals <8 141.12) is deter¬ 
mined by the Carbon Chloroform Extract 
< CCE) procedure employing the low flow 
Carbon Adsorption Method (CAM-low 
flow) sampler. The present interim pri¬ 
mary standard <0.7mg 1 -CAM-low flow) 


is substantively equivalent to the 1962 
Standard <0.2 mg 1-CAM-high flow). 
The low flowr CAM sampler provides 
longer contact time between the water 
sample and the activated carbon and 
therefore, has 3 *2 times greater extrac¬ 
tion efficiency. 

EPA is conducting several monitoring 
surveys (including the National Recon¬ 
naissance Survey of drinking water sup¬ 
plies mandated by the Act> to determine 
the extent of the incidence of organic 
chemicals In drinking water and associ¬ 
ated toxicity of those substances. Revised 
standards will reflect the results of those 
studies. 

The pesticide contaminants listed in 
the proposed regulations Issued today 
were not contained In the 1962 Stand¬ 
ards. The maximum contaminant levels 
for these substances have been derived 
from the recent data on effects of acute 
and chronic exposure to both organo- 
chlorine and chlorophenoxy pesticides. 

The list of pesticide contaminants docs 
not include Aldrtn/Dieldrin and DDT 
because the Agency is presently conduct¬ 
ing an Intensive nationwide survey to 
determine the extent of the contamina¬ 
tion of the drinking water by these per¬ 
sistent pesticides. This program is to be 
completed within the next few months, 
and subsequently the Agency will pro¬ 
pose interim primary drinking water 
standards for Aldrin/Dieldrin and DDT. 
Almost all uses of DDT were cancelled 
under the Federal Insecticide. Fungicide 
and Rodenticide Act. 7 U.8.C. 136 et seq.. 
on March 18. 1971, and the Agency has 
suspended the major uses of Aldrin/ 
Dieldrin (October 1, 1974, 39 FR 37272). 
(This suspension is presently on appeal 
to the United Btatese Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia Circuit. Nos. 
74—1924. 74-2113. and 74-2114). A factor 
in both actions was evidence that those 
pesticides are potential carcinogens. The 
interim primary drinking water stand¬ 
ards for these chemicals will take this 
evidence of carcinogenicity into account. 

The Administrator has also Issued a 
notice of intent to cancel many of the 
major uses of heptachlor and chlordane. 
which are included in these standards. 
Heptachlor epoxide, though not a prod¬ 
uct directly applied as a pesticide, results 
from the use of heptachlor or chlordane. 
Preparations are underway for presenta¬ 
tion at an adjudicatory hearing the evi¬ 
dence relating to the carcinogenic risks 
associated with the use of heptachlor and 
chlordane. It is anticipated that the 
maximum contaminant levels for hep¬ 
tachlor. chlordane. and heptachlor epox¬ 
ide—which are based on chronic human 
toxicity other than carcinogenicity—will 
be reviewed within the next several 
months and may be revised to reflect the 
cancer risk which may be inherent in 
their presence in drinking water. 

In planning new or expanded water 
supply systems In the next few months, 
owners should be aware that the Na¬ 
tional Academy of Sciences, and Na¬ 
tional Academy of Engineering in 
“Water Quality Criteria,” 1972. hAve rec¬ 
ommended that the following concentm- 
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tlons not be exceeded In sources of water 
to be used for drinking water: 

Aldrln_„_ 0 001 mg/1 

DDT. 0 06 mg/1 

DleUbln. 0.001 mg 1 

It Is unlikely that EPA will issue in¬ 
terim primary drinking water standards 
which permit concentrations in finished 
water in excess of these values. 

Organophoephate insecticides have 
been considered for Inclusion in these 
standards. However, there arc not suffi¬ 
cient data related to their occurrence 
in drinking water or raw water sources 
to warrant setting standards at this time. 
Although these substances are widely 
used In agriculture, they are not usually 
intentionally added to watercourses; the 
possible pathways to water supplies are 
indirect, such as through percolation, 
runoff from treated lands, and accidental 
spills. Many organophosphate insecti¬ 
cides are almost completely degraded 
within days in water partially explaining 
the fact that the intact organophos- 
phates are seldom detected in water. 

It must be emphasized, however, that 
moat orgonophosphate Insecticides are 
Class I poisons. Therefore, authorities 
should be cautioned that accidental 
spills or misuse of these substances might 
demand immediate attention similar to 
that required with any type of acute act¬ 
ing contaminant that enters our nation's 
water. The use of section 1431 of the Act. 
or State law modeled upon It. may also 
be appropriate in such situations. A 
guidance manual entitled “Policies and 
Procedures for Review and Evaluation of 
Toxicity in Drinking Water of Chemicals 
other than Coagulant Aids’' is available 
for use in these situations from the Wa¬ 
ter Supply Research Laboratory, Na¬ 
tional Environmental Research Center. 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
4676 Columbia Parkway. Cincinnati, 
Ohio 45266 

The interim primary drinking water 
standards proposed today have a limit 
for turbidity if 141.14) because turbidity 
in water interferes with disinfection effi¬ 
ciency and because high turbidity often 
signals the presence of other health haz¬ 
ards. The growth of microorganisms in 
a distribution system is often stimulated 
if excessive particulate or organic mat¬ 
ter is present. The supplier is allowed to 
have no greater than five turbidity units 
in the water (rather than one) when he 
can show that an effective disinfectant 
agent is present in the system in suffi¬ 
cient concentrations to protect the wa¬ 
ter users. 

The standards for microbiological con¬ 
taminants are contained in $ 141.15. The 
maximum levels are in terms of the sur¬ 
rogate conform bacteria, although the 
purpose of the standard Is to protect 
against disease-causing bacteria, viruses, 
protozoa, worms and fungi. The analyti¬ 
cal procedures for direct detection of 
these microorganisms are not well 
enough developed nor practicable for 
widespread application at this time. To¬ 
tal coliform counts have been used for 
nearly 100 years as Indicators because 
the organisms are present in large quan¬ 


tity in the intestinal tracts of humans 
and other warm blooded animals, thus 
the number remaining in a water supply 
provides a good correlation with sani¬ 
tary significance. 

To ease the economic burden on the 
smaller systems, these standards provide 
in g 141.16 that chlorine residual concen¬ 
trations may be measured and substi¬ 
tuted for a portion of the bacteriological 
samples. This alternative is based on the 
assumption that chlorine in proper con¬ 
centrations will destroy \hosc organisms 
which are Indirectly being measured by 
the coliform test. Small systems (serving 
4900 or fewer people* may make a total 
substitution, but it should be noted that 
several chlorine samples are required for 
each substituted microbiological sample, 
and a higher chlorine residual must be 
maintained in the system. 

Interim Primary Drinking Water 
Standards for radiological substances are 
not included in the regulations proposed 
today. The Agency Intends to publish 
proposed radiological maximum contam¬ 
inant levels and analytical and sampling 
requirements in the near future. 

Almost all of the maximum contami¬ 
nant levels are based on an assumed con¬ 
sumption of two liters of water per day. 
The question arises, however, as to 
whether or not it is reasonable to de¬ 
rive the drinking water standards on 
the basis of the average amount of 
water consumed by any large segment of 
the population (in the case of these 
standards, young adult American males > 
since a large portion of the members of 
that class consume more. 

EPA solicits information as to whether 
or not the present approach is reasonable, 
and whether there Is any available infor¬ 
mation regarding the distribution of wa¬ 
ter consumption levels by significant seg¬ 
ments of the American public. 

Sampling and analytical requirements. 
Sections 141.21-141.24 set out the sam¬ 
pling and analytical requirements to be 
followed In determining whether there is 
compliance with the maximum contam¬ 
inant levels. Section 141.21 establishes 
the monitoring frequency for the micro¬ 
biological contaminants. When there Is 
an apparent violation noted, the supplier 
is directed to accelerate the sampling 
from the same monitoring point until 
the results indicate that the maximum 
contaminant level is no longer exceeded. 
The requirement to step up the monitor¬ 
ing is not in lieu of the reporting and no¬ 
tification responsibilities which arise 
when there is a violation Also, the “'check 
samples" required by 5 141.21(c) 

<3> are not to be included in the calcu¬ 
lations of the total samples taken each 
month for the purposes of determining 
compliance with f 141.21 (b) 

A violation of g 141.16 is deemed to oc¬ 
cur when a second properly conducted 
test, which must be run within one hour 
of the first test, shows that the chlorine 
concentration is below the specified level. 
The required sample for coliform analy¬ 
sis must be taken at the point where the 
violation in the chlorine residual was 
detected. 


The sampling frequency for turbidity 
determination <g 141.22) differs for sup¬ 
plies drawing water from underground 
sources and for surface water supplies. It 
is presumed that the likelihood of high 
turbidity in water from underground 
sources is relatively small. 

Section 141 23 sets forth the require¬ 
ments for inorganic chemical sampling 
and analyses. Within one year from the 
effective date of this subpart the supplier 
must make one analysis for inorganic 
chemicals; subsequent analyses must be 
performed yearly if the system does not 
primarily serve transients. Less frequent 
analyses are required for suppliers draw¬ 
ing water from underground sources. If 
this level of an Inorganic chemical is 
greater than 75 percent of the maximum 
contaminant level, the supplier is 
directed to re-analyze monthly. 

The sampling frequencies for the in¬ 
organic chemicals, organic chemicals and 
pesticides allows considerable time with¬ 
in which the supplier may take the first 
sample, due to the limited number of 
laboratories capable of making the often 
difficult analyses. Public water suppliers 
are encouraged to begin monitoring for 
these substances even before the effective 
date of this subpart. Any analyses made 
in accordance with the analytical pro¬ 
cedures set forth In this subpart but be¬ 
fore the effective date can be considered 
when determining compliance with 
g§ 141.23 and 141.24. 

To assure confidence in analytical re¬ 
sults. which in many cases the public 
water suppliers will contract for, a sec¬ 
tion has been added to provide for lab¬ 
oratory certification (§141.27). 

Reporting requirements. A key provi¬ 
sion of these proposed standards is the 
reporting requirement <§ 141.31). Within 
40 days following an analysis required by 
subpart A. the results must be reported to 
either the State or the Regional Adminis¬ 
trator, depending on who has primary 
enforcement responsibility. 

Federal Agencies will at all times re¬ 
port to the Regional Administrator, al¬ 
though they must follow 8tate agency 
substantive standards if the State agency 
has assumed primary enforcement re¬ 
sponsibility. 

If a standard is based upon averaging 
of samples, the report must be filed with¬ 
in 40 days of the first sample used in the 
averaging. If there is a violation, whether 
based on averaging or a single analysis 
with one check analysis, the report must 
be received within 36 hours of the find¬ 
ing of violation. The reports of violations 
of the standards Include reports of in¬ 
stances where the monitoring require¬ 
ments have not been followed. 

One of the basic assumptions em¬ 
bodied in the Safe Drinking Water Act 
is that if the public is aware that the 
drinking water being provided is below 
Federal Standards, they will request the 
local officials to remedy the situation. 
Thus § 141.32 of these Standards is in¬ 
tended to carry out the statutory direc¬ 
tive that the public served by the public 
water system be adequately Informed of 
the quality of the water they are receiv¬ 
ing. The supplier must give notice of 
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failure to meet the requirements of 
i 141.32 by publication in a newspaper 
or newspapers, by promptly giving a copy 
of the notice to the TV and radio sta¬ 
tions serving the area, and by inclusion 
of the notice in the water bills Failure 
to follow the required monitoring re¬ 
quirements is deemed a violation equal 
to failure to meet a maximum contam¬ 
inant level. 

Public water suppliers are allowed as 
part of the notice to the public to give 
fair explanation of the public health 
significance of any violation, or of any 
variance or exemption, which the sup¬ 
plier must report as required by subsec¬ 
tion <b) of S 141.31. 

The Agency anticipates that additions 
may be mAde to the public notification 
provision to differentiate between the 
type of notice required in the case of 
emergencies and that provided for in 
i 141.31. 

Siting requirements. The siting re¬ 
quirements of $ 141.41 are designed to 
assure that, to the extent practicable, 
the location of the Intake and other ele¬ 
ments of new or expanded water supply 
systems will be such that the public 
water systems will be able to provide a 
continuous supply of healthful drinking 
water. To the extent practicable, facili¬ 
ties should be located In areas not sub¬ 
ject to floods, earthquakes, fires, or other 
disasters. Section 141.41 is not intended 
to give EPA veto authority over new pub¬ 
lic water systems, although State agen¬ 
cies may have this power. In all cases 
there must be notification of the State 
or Regional Administrator that con¬ 
struction of a new or expanded system 
is contemplated 

Economic, energy, and chemical con¬ 
siderations Economic, energy, and 
chemical factors have been considered 
in the development of the Proposed In¬ 
terim National Primary Drinking Water 
Standards. In establishing the phased 
monitoring schedule, the maximum con¬ 
taminant levels themselves, and the no¬ 
tification requirements, every effort has 
been made to identify costs and to keep 
them within the bounds contemplated by 
Congress. 

The estimates contained herein are 
based on data currently available and 
should be considered preliminary. The 
data include the 1969 Community Water 
Supply Study published by the U.S. Pub¬ 
lic Health Service in July 1970. In addi¬ 
tion. EPA has also conducted several 
pilot studies of water supplies of several 
Federal agencies. l.e., US. Forest Serv¬ 
ice. Corps of Engineers, Bureau of Rec¬ 
lamation, National Park Sendee, and 
Interstate Highways to evaluate the 
status and condition of supplies serving 
the travelling public. Until EPA’s in¬ 
ventory of community water supplies is 
completed and adequate data are ob¬ 
tained on the capability of each system, 
the full impact of these proposed Interim 
regulations will not be known. EPA is 
undertaking a more comprehensive anal¬ 
ysis of the overall impact of the pro¬ 
posed standards and does expect to have 
more definitive estimates to present when 


it promulgates the interim standards. 
EPA expects and invites comments on 
the economic Impact of these regulations 
in order that the Axial regulations pre¬ 
sented are both reasonable and practical. 

The preliminary coot estimates do not 
appear excessive or inflationary. The 
estimated replacement value of the 40.- 
000 community (resident) water systems 
is $125 billion; annual monitoring costs 
for the community water systems would 
be less than 0.02 percent of this value and 
capital costs to bring the systems up to 
compliance levels would be about 1 per¬ 
cent of this value. 

Estimated costs are based on the needs 
of 40.000 systems serving resident popu¬ 
lations and 200,000 supplies serving non¬ 
resident populations These costs, how¬ 
ever. relate only to the construction and 
operation of facilities to enable water 
supply systems to meet the health re¬ 
lated constituent limits that are estab¬ 
lished In these Interim Primary Regula¬ 
tions. This excludes any costs to provide 
for growth of population served and to 
provide for the removal of taste and/or 
odor problems or any other aesthetic de¬ 
sires. The monitoring costs for all com¬ 
munity supplies are estimated to be $20 
million the first year and to Increase to 
$30 million after 5 years. Costs during 
intervening and subsequent years will 
vary slightly due to phasing and annual 
frequency of monitoring requirements. 
Capital costs for upgrading these sys¬ 
tems are estimated to be about $1,400 
million, which will result In an annual 
cost of $365 million. 

For the supplies serving non-resident 
populations, monitoring costs will vary 
from $45 million the first year to $60 
million the fifth year. The capital cost 
for upgrading these systems will be ap¬ 
proximately $6 million. It should be 
noted that the other (non-resident) capi¬ 
tal costs relate only to those pertaining 
to meeting only the proposed bacterio¬ 
logical limits. Most of the chemical limits 
In the proposed regulations were set with 
a view to chronic effects resulting from 
lifetime exposures Since these systems 
serve a transient population, the need to 
attain the proposed chemical limits may 
be questionable. The economic conse¬ 
quences could Impose severe hardship on 
these small systems and the granting 
of variances and exemptions by the 
States may be justified No effort was 
made to calculate the annual cost re¬ 
lated to these systems, since operating 
and maintenance costs are not known at 
this time 

The Implementation costs arc sum¬ 
mer! zed in the following table: 

I Dollar* in mitlkma] 


Annual monitoring 

Community Other (Non- Total 


(real dent) 

residential} 

Costa; 



14 . 

$30 

♦44 HA 

Mh year. 

Upgrading coats: 

so 

00 'JO 

Capital coats.... 

1.400 

0 . 

Annual coots.... 

1 344 



• Includes operation and maintenance. 


Health costs have not been Included 
in these estimates, although improved 
water quality will undoubtedly have a 
beneficial effect on health costs. Studies 
are underway to determine these costs, 
and they will be integrated as soon as 
possible. 

It should be noted that the total an¬ 
nual monitoring costs do give credit to 
the bacteriological monitoring that Is 
being performed today. For example. 700 
of the estimated 40,000 community water 
systems are currently subject to Federal 
purview, under the interstate quarantine 
regulations of the Public Health Service 
Act These systems, which Include many 
of the major cities in the country, serve 
a resident population of 85 million, or 
more than half of the population served 
by community systems. For these systems 
bacteriological monitoring is now ade¬ 
quate and in fact some chemical mon¬ 
itoring is also being performed. 

A potential major cost-reducing factor 
not included in these figures Is expanded 
control by EPA over effluents of the listed 
contaminants. EPA is currently exam¬ 
ining the implications of controlling pol¬ 
lutants at the source of discharge into 
the water. In effect, by controlling the 
pollutants at their source. EPA will be 
reducing the direct economic burden on 
the public sector. 

The energy requirements to operate 
the added facilities and to produce the 
chemicals for clarification (alum, lime, 
etc.) constituent removal (sulfrric acid, 
activated carbon, etc.) and disinfection 
are estimated at 21 billion BTU’s annu¬ 
ally or .025 percent of the current esti¬ 
mate for the 1975 national energy 
consumption of 80 quadrillion BlTTs. 

The chemical requirements related to 
the additional treatment required by the 
proposed standards are summarized 
below: 


ChrmkmJ re^utrtmenU 


Chemical 


Pounds 410 ) 


Percent of 
production 


Filter grade alum .. .. 

Activated carbon. ..... 
Lima .. 

Chlorine fM . 

Sulphuric odd. 


sodium hydro tide... 


m 

421 

167 

♦73 

77 


U 0973) 
4 (ltrr2> 
1 <1973) 
&N <1973) 
as {1973) 
0 4 41973) 


Alum and activated carbon will appar¬ 
ently require significant portioas of 
current total production. These chem¬ 
icals are used in large part for water 
treatment and the raw materials are 
abundant. Therefore It Is not believed 
that significant problems will be involved 
in increasing their production in the long 
term. 

Impact on State Programs. With par¬ 
ticular regard to the potential impact of 
the proposed regulations on State pro¬ 
grams. EPA is anxious to have compre¬ 
hensive comments and data on costs and 
administrative burden generally, as well 
as on feasibility of State program imple¬ 
mentation In light of dates scheduled for 
the effectiveness of the regulations. 
Specifically. EPA requests data to show 
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the costs to the States that will follow 
from the testing requirements imposed 
by these regulations on public water sys¬ 
tems, from the requirement that public 
water systems report test results to the 
States, and from the requirement that 
tests must be conducted by laboratories 
approved by the States EPA will con¬ 
sider such cost Information as is sup¬ 
plied prior to promulgating final Interim 
Primary Drinking Water Standards as 
well as considering such data and Infor¬ 
mation in the development of proposed 
State Program regulations, section 1421. 
which is scheduled for issuance in mid 
June 1975. 

Comments and public hearings . EPA 
presented draft Interim Primary Drink¬ 
ing Water Standards to the National 
Drinking Water Advisory Council estab¬ 
lished pursuant to section 1446 of the Act. 
At a meeting held February 26 and 27. 
1975, the Council made recommendations 
with respect to these standards and to 
the extent deemed appropriate, changes 
have been made In view of these recom¬ 
mendations. 

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking process by submitting 
written comments in triplicate to the 
Water Supply Division <WH-450>. En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20460. Attention: Comment 
Clerk. Interim Primary Drinking Water 
Standards. 

Comments on all aspects of the pro¬ 
posed regulations are solicited. All com¬ 
ments received on or before May 16,1975, 
will be considered. If the comments are 
criticisms of the adequacy of data relied 
upon by EPA. the comments should 
identify and. If possible, provide addi¬ 
tional data from published literature and 
the individual should indicate why and 
how this Information should be used. 

Copies of the Statement of Basis and 
Purpose for these Proposed Interim Pri¬ 
mary Standards and other relevant doc¬ 
uments will be available after March 16. 
1975, from the EPA Freedom of Informa¬ 
tion Center. Room 206, West Tower. 
Waterside Mall. 401 M Street. SW. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20460. Attention: Rubye 
Mullins. A copy of all public comments 
and transcripts of the public hearings 
will be available for inspection and copy¬ 
ing from the EPA Freedom of Informa¬ 
tion Center. For public review and oopy- 
lng. the EPA Information Regulation <40 
CFR Part 2> protides that a reasonable 
fee may be charged for the copying 
service. 

In addition to considering public com¬ 
ments sent to EPA, the Agency will hold 
public hearings at the following loca¬ 
tions. to receive comments and state¬ 
ments. Persons who wish to make 
statements at these sessions are urged 
to submit written copies of their remarks 
in triplicate at the time they are pre¬ 
sented for inclusion in the record. Per¬ 
sons wishing to attend are also urged to 
confirm by telephone the exact location 
of the hearing. 


April 15. 1975 
9:30 am. 


April 17, 1975 
9:30 n m 


AprU 22. 1975 
9 30 a m 


April 25. 1975 
9:30 a.m. 


EPA Region I 
John P. Kennedy Federal 
Building 

Boston. Maas 02203 
Telephone: <617* 223 6486 
EPA Region V 
230 S. Dearborn St. 
Chicago, Illinois 
Telephone: (312) 553-7736 
EPA Region IX 
100 California St. 

Sin Prancleco, California 
94111 

Telephone: (415 ) 556-2006 
Washington. D.C. 

EPA Headquarters 
Waterside Mail 
401 M Street SW 
Washington. D C 20460 
Telephone: (202) 426^8847 


Dated: March 10. 1975. 

Russell E. Tkain. 
Administrator. 


SUBCHAPTER D—WATER PROGRAMS 

PART 141-—NATIONAL INTERIM 
PRIMARY DRINKING WATER STANDARDS 


Sec. 

141! Applicability 
1412 Definitions 
141.3 Coverage. 

141.11 Maximum contaminant levels for In¬ 
organic chemicals. 

141 12 Maximum contaminant levels for or¬ 
ganic chemicals. 

141.13 Maximum contaminant levels for 

pen tickles. 

141.14 Maximum contaminant levels for 

turbidity. 

141 15 Maximum microbiological contami¬ 
nant levels. 

141 16 Substitution of residual chlorine 
measurement for total coll form 
measurement. 

141.21 Microbiological contaminant sam¬ 

pling and analytical requirements. 

141.22 Turbidity sampling and analytical 

requirements. 

14123 Inorganic chemical sampling and 

analytical requirements. 

141 24 Pesticide and organic chemicals sam¬ 
pling and analytical requirements. 
141.27 laboratory certification 
141.31 Reporting requirements. 

14132 Public notification of variances, ex¬ 
emptions and non-compliance with 
standards. 

141.41 Siting requirements. 

141 51 Effective date. 

Atmioarrr: 8ecs, 1412, 1414, 1415. 1450 of 
Pub. L. 93-523. 


§ 141.1 Applicability. 

This subpart sets forth the interim pri¬ 
mary drinking water standards required 
by section 1412 of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act < Pub. L. 93-5231. 

g 141.2 Definition*. 

As used in this subpart the term: 

<&) "Act" means the Safe Drinking 
Water Act. Pub. L. 93-523. 

<b> “Community water system" means 
a public water system which serves a 
population of which 70 percent or greater 
are residents. 

<c> “Contaminant" means any physi¬ 
cal, chemical, biological, or radiological 
substance or matter in water. 


<di “Maximum contaminant level" 
means the maximum permissible level of 
a contaminant in water which is deliv¬ 
ered to the free flowing outlet of the 
ultimate user of a public water system. 

(e> "Person" means an individual, cor¬ 
poration. company, association, partner¬ 
ship, State, municipality, or Federal 
agency. 

(f > “Public water system" means a sys¬ 
tem for the provision to the public of 
piped water for human consumption, if 
such system has at least fifteen service 
connections or regularly serves an aver¬ 
age of at least twenty-five individuals 
daily at least three months out of the 
year. Such term includes (1) any collec¬ 
tion. treatment, storage, and distribution 
facilities under control of the operator 
of such system and used primarily in 
connection with such system, and <2> 
any collection or pretreatment storage 
facilities not under such control which 
are used primarily in connection with 
such system. 

(gi “8tate" means the agency of the 
State government which has jurisdiction 
over public water systems. During any 
period when a State does not have pri¬ 
mary enforcement responsibility, the 
term State’ means the Regional Ad¬ 
ministrator. Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

(h) “Supplier of water" means any 
person who owns or operates a public 
water system. 


§ 141.3 Coverage. 

The interim primary drinking water 
standards under this subpart shall apply 
to each public water system in a 8tate. 
except that such standards shAll not ap¬ 
ply to a public water system which— 

<a> Consists only of distribution and 
storage facilities (and does not have any 
collection and treatment facilities): 

«b * Obtains all of its water from, but 
is not owned or operated by, a public 
water system to which such regulations 
apply; 

<c) Does not sell water to any person: 
and 

(d! Is not a carrier which conveys pas¬ 
sengers in interstate commerce 


§141.11 Maximum contaminant levels 
for inorganic chemicals. 


<a> The following are the maxtmum 
contaminant levels for inorganic chem¬ 
icals: 


«»*i Inant • 


Level 


Arsenic _ 

Barium . 

Cadmium _ 

Chromium — 

Cyanide . 

Lead .. 

Mercury - 

Nitrate (is N) 
Selenium 
Silver -- 


... 0.06 
1. 

.. 0.010 
.. 0. 05 

... 0 2 

0.06 

... 0.002 

... 10 . 

... 0.01 

... 0.05 


<b> When the annual average of the 
maximum dally air temperatures for the 
location in which the public water sys¬ 
tem is situated Is the following, the cor- 
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responding concentration of fluoride 
shall not be exceeded: 


TfffDptnmtrr 

(Tn r> 

(C*J 

Level (mg/l) 

SOLO to S3.7.. 

10.0 to 12.0.. 


4*Sto«J.. 

12.1 to 14.0... 

.. 2.2 

M.4 to 01,8. 

14.7 to 17.5. 


03.0 to 70.4 .. 

17.7 to 21.4. . 


70.7 to 79.2. 

21.5 to 20,2. 

- 1.0 

79-3 to 00.5. 

20.3 to 32.4. 



The requirement* of this paragraph <b> 
do not apply to public water supplies 
serving only educational institutions. 

§ 141.12 Maximum contaminant level* 
for organic chemical*. 

The maximum contaminant level for 
the total concentration of organic chem¬ 
icals, as determined by the carbon chlo¬ 
roform extract method set forth in 
* 141.244b>. is 0.7 mg/1. 

§ 141.13 Maximum contaminant levels 
for pesticide*. 

The following are the maximum con¬ 
taminant levels for pesticides: 

(a) Chlorinated Hydrocarbons: 

Level mg/l 

Chlordane (eis and trans) (l.2.4.5.- 
0.7,83 - Octachloro - 3*,4.5.7a- 
utrahydro-4.7-methanolndan) _ 0.003 
Endrln (1.2,3.4.10.10 - Hexachloco- 
6,7 - epoxy - l .4,4%,5,6.7,8.8a- 
octahydro-l.4-cndo. end o-53- 

dimethano naphthalene) __ 0 0002 

Heptachior (1,4,5.6.7.8,8-H e p t a- 
chloro-3a.4.7.7a*tctrahydro 4.7- 

methanoindene) ..._.... 0.0001 

Heptochlor Epoxide (1,4,5,6,7.8,8- 
Keptachloro - 2.3-epoxy-3a.4.7.7a- 
teirahydro-4,7-methanolndan) . 0.0001 
Lindane (1.2.3,4,5,0-Hcxxchioro- 

cyclohexiine, gamma Isomer ).... 0. 004 
Methoxychlor ( 1,1,1 -Trtchloro-2*2- 
bla 1 p-methoxyphenyl | ethane). 0.1 
Tbxaphene (C^H^Cl,— Technical 


chlorinated camphene, 67-60% 
chlorine) _ 0.005 

fb> Chlorophenoxys: 

2.4-D (2.4-Dtchlorophenoxyacetlc 

acid) ...0 1 

2,4.5-TP Sllvex (2,4^5-Trichloro- 
phenoxyproplonlo acid)_0 01 


§ 141.14 Maximum contaminant level 
of turbidity. 

The maximum contaminant level of 
turbidity In the drinking water at a rep¬ 
resentative entry polnt(s) to the distri¬ 
bution system is one turbidity unit (TU). 
as determined pursuant to 5 141.22, ex¬ 
cept that five or fewer turbidity units 
may be allowed if the supplier of water 
can demonstrate to the State that the 
higher turbidity does not: 

(a) Interfere with disinfection; 

<b> Prevent maintenance of an effec¬ 
tive disinfectant agent throughout the 
distribution system; and 

(c) Interfere with microbiological 
determinations. 

§ 141.15 Maximum microbiological con¬ 
taminant level*. 

(a) The supplier of water may em¬ 
ploy one of two methods to determine 
compliance with the coliform maximum 
contaminant levels. 


(I) When the supplier of water em¬ 
ploys the membrane filter technique 
pursuant to \ 141.21(a) the coliform 
densities shall not exceed one per 100 
milliliters os the arithmetic mean of all 
samples examined per month; and either 

(1) Pour per 100 milliliters in more 
than one standard sample when less 
than 20 are examined per month; or 

(II) Pour per 100 milliliters in more 
than five percent of the standard sam¬ 
ples when 20 or more are examined per 
month. 

(2) (i) When the supplier of water em¬ 
ploys the fermentation tube method and 
10 milliliter standard portions pursuant 
to i 141.21, conforms shall not be pres¬ 
ent In more than 10 percent of the por¬ 
tions In any month; and either 

(A) Three or more portions in one 
sample when less than 20 samples are 
examined per month; or 

<B) Three or more portions in more 
than five percent of the samples if 20 or 
more samples are examined per month. 

<ii) When the supplier of water em¬ 
ploys the fermentation tube method and 
100 milliliter standard portions pursu¬ 
ant to g 141.21(a) conforms shall not be 
present in more than 60 percent of the 
portions in any month; and either 

(A) Five or more portions in more 
than one sample when less than five 
samples are examined; or 

»B) Five or more portions in more 
than 20 percent of the samples when 
five samples or more are examined. 

(b) The supplier of water shall pro¬ 
vide water in which there shall be no 
greater than 500 organisms per one mil¬ 
liliter as determined by the standard 
bacterial plate count provided in 
i 141.21(f). 

§ 141.16 Substitution of rc*i<lual chlo¬ 
rine measurement for total coliform 
mca«urement. 

<a> The supplier of water may, with 
the approval of the State, substitute the 
use of chlorine residual monitoring for 
not more than 75 percent of the samples 
required to be taken by 1141.21(b). pro¬ 
vided that the supplier of water takes 
chlorine residual samples at points which 
are representative of the conditions 
within the distribution system at the 
frequency of at least four for each sub¬ 
stituted microbiological sample. There 
shall be at least daily determinations of 
chlorine residual. Measurements shall be 
made in accordance with “Standard 
Methods/’ 13th Ed., pp 12&-132, When 
the supplier of water exercises the op¬ 
tion provided in this paragraph (a), he 
shall maintain no less than 0.2 mg/l free 
chlorine In the public water distribution 
system. 

<b) For public water systems serving 
4900 or fewer persons, the supplier may. 
with the approval of the 8tate. make a 
total substitution of chlorine residual 
measurement for the samples required to 
be taken by 4 141.21(b): Provided. That 
the supplier of water takes chlorine re¬ 
sidual samples at points which are repre¬ 
sentative of the conditions within the 
distribution system at the rate of one 
per day for each microbiological sample 
required to be taken per month under 


§ 141.21. When the supplier of water ex¬ 
ercises the option provided by this para¬ 
graph (b) he shall maintain no less than 
0.3 mg/l free chlorine in the public water 
distribution system. Measurements shall 
be made in accordance with “Standard 
Methods/' 13th Ed., pp 129-132. 

§ 141.21 Microbiological contaminant 
sampling and analytical rrquirr- 
* ment*. 

(a) The supplier of water shall make 
coliform density measurements, for the 
purpose of determining compliance with 
8 141.15, in accordance with the analyti¬ 
cal recommendations set forth in 
“Standard Methods for the Examination 
of Water and Wastewater/* American 
Public Health Association. 13th Edition, 
pp 662-688, except that only a 100 milli¬ 
liter sample size shall be employed In 
the membrane filter technique. The 
samples shall be taken at points which 
arc representative of the conditions 
within the distribution system. 

<b) The supplier of water shall take 
coliform density samples at regular in¬ 
tervals throughout the month, and in 
number proportionate to the population 
served by the public water system. In no 
event shall the frequency be less than as 
set forth below: 

Minimum number of 


Population served: samples per month 

25 to 2,500 . 2 

2.501 to 3.300 . 3 

3.301 to 4.100. 4 

4.101 to 4.000- . ft 

4.901 to 5,800. . o 

5.801 to 0,700 . 7 

0.701 to 7,000. 8 

7.001 to 8,500. . o 

8.501 to 9,400 _ 10 

9.401 to 10,300 . it 

10.301 to 11,100 . 12 

11.101 to 12,000 . 13 

12,001 to 12.900. 14 

12.901 to 13.700 . 15 

13.701 to 14.600. . 16 

14,601 to 15,500 . 17 

15.501 to 16,300 . 18 

10.301 to 17,200 . 19 

17.201 to 18,100 . 20 

18.101 to 18,000. ^. 21 

18.901 to 19,800 —. 22 

19.801 to 20,700 . 23 

20.701 to 21.500 . 24 

21.501 to 22,300 .._ 25 

22.301 to 23.200 . 20 

23.201 to 24.000 . 27 

24.001 to 24.900 . 28 

24.901 to 25.000 .-.. 29 

25.001 to 28,000 . 30 

28.001 to 33,000 . 33 

33,001 to 37.000 . 40 

37,001 to 41.000 . 45 

41.001 to 46.000 . 50 

40.001 to 50.000 . 55 

50,001 to 54.000 .*_-__ so 

54.001 to 59,000 . 65 

59,001 to 04,000 . 70 

04.001 to 70.000 . 75 

70.001 to 70,000 . 80 

70.001 to 83.000 . 85 

83,001 to 90.000 . eo 

90,001 to 90.000 . 95 

96.001 to 111.000, ..._....... . 100 

111.001 to 130,000 . no 

130.001 to 100,000. . 120 

100,001 to 190.000 . ‘ 130 

190,001 to 220,000... .3. 140 

220,001 to 250,000. . 150 

250,001 to 290.000 . 160 

290.001 to 320.000 . no 
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Minimum number of 


Population served: 


330,001 to 
3(30.001 to 
410,001 to 
450,001 to 
600,001 to 
560,001 to 
600.001 to 
660.001 to 
730.001 to 
780,000 to 
040,001 to 
910,001 to 
970.001 to 
1,060.001 to 
1,140.001 to 
1,230.001 to 
1.330.001 to 
1,430,001 to 
1.530.001 to 
1,630.001 to 
1,730,001 to 
1,850,001 to 
1.970.001 to 
2,060.001 to 
2,270,001 to 
2,510.001 to 
2,750,001 to 
3.020,001 to 
3.320.001 to 
3.630.001 to 
3,960.001 to 
4.310,001 to 
^4,690,000 


360,000_ 

410,000 _ 

450.000_ 

500,000- 

550,000 _ 

600.000_ 

660,000... 

720,000_ 

780,000,.,. 
840,000.. .. 

910.000- 

970,000 - 

1,050.000-- 
1.140.000- ^ 
1.230.000- - 
1320,000. . 
1,420.000.. 
1,520.000.- 
1,630.000,; 
1.730.000. . 
1,850,000-- 
1,970.000.. 
2,060.000- . 
2370,000. . 
2,510,000.. 
2,750.000.. 
3.020.000. . 
3.320,000.. 
3,630.000.. 
3.960.000. . 
4.310.000.. 
4,690.000.. 


samples per month 

.. 180 

_190 

. 200 

.210 

. 220 

.. 230 

. 240 

. 250 

_ 260 

. 270 

...280 

.— 290 

. . 300 

.. 310 

. 330 

. 330 

..— 340 

. 350 

. 360 

..— 370 

..—.— 380 

_.... 390 

.. 400 

410 

. 420 

.. 430 

.;. 440 

.. 450 

.. 460 

_ ..470 

. 480 

__ 490 

. 500 


(c) (1) When the coliform colonics In a 
single standard sample exceed four per 
100 milliliters (1141.15(a)(1)). dally 
samples shall be collected and examined 
from the same sampling point until the 
results obtained from at least two con¬ 
secutive samples show less than one con¬ 
form per 100 milliliters. 

(2) When organisms of the coliform 
group occur in three or more 10 ml por¬ 
tions of a single standard sample 

<ft 141.15(a) (2> (1)), daily samples shall 
be collected and examined from the same 
sampling point until the results obtained 
from at least two consecutive samples 
show no positive tubes. 

<3> When organisms of the coliform 
group occur in all five of the 100 ml por¬ 
tions of a single standard sample 

(ft 141.15(a) (2) (11)). dally samples shall 
be collected and examined from the same 
sampling point until the results obtained 
from at least two consecutive samples 
show no positive tubes. 

(4) The location at which the check 
sample was taken pursuant to para¬ 
graphs (c) (1), (2) or (3) of this section 
must not be eliminated from future sam¬ 
pling because of a history of questionable 
water quality. Check samples shall not be 
included in calculating the total number 
of samples taken each month to deter¬ 
mine compliance with ft 141.15. 

(d) When a particular sampling point 
has been confirmed, by the first check 
sample examined as directed in para¬ 
graphs (c) (1), (2), or (3) of this sec¬ 
tion. to be in non-compliance with the 
maximum contaminant levels set forth 
in ft 141.15, the supplier of water shall 
notify the State as prescribed In ft 141.31. 

(e) When the maximum contaminant 
levels set forth in paragraphs (a) (1) or 
(2) of ft 141.15 are exceeded as confirmed 
by check samples taken pursuant to par¬ 
agraphs (c) (1). (2). or <3> of this sec¬ 


tion, the supplier of water shall report 
as directed In ft 141.32(a). 

(f) When a particular sampling point 
has been shown to be in non-compliance 
with the requirements of ft 141.16, water 
from that location shall be retested 
within one hour, n the non-compliance 
is confirmed, the State shall be notified 
as prescribed in ft 141.31. Also. If the 
non-compliance is confirmed, a sample 
for coliform analysis must be immedi¬ 
ately collected from that sampling point 
and the results of such analysis reported 
to the State. 

(g) Standard bacteria plate count 
samples shall be analyzed In accordance 
with the recommendation set forth in 
“Standard Methods for the Examination 
of Water and Wastewater/’ American 
Public Health Association. 13th Edition, 
pp 660-862. Samples taken for the pur¬ 
pose of plate count analysis shall be col¬ 
lected at points which arc representative 
of conditions within the distribution sys¬ 
tem at a frequency at least equal to 10 
percent of the frequency for coliform an¬ 
alysis as directed in paragraph (b) of 
this section with the exception that at 
least one sample shall be collected and 
analyzed monthly. 

§ 141.22 Turbidity sampling and ana¬ 
lytical requirement*. 

(a) Samples shall be taken at & repre¬ 
sentative entry point(s) to the water 
distribution system at least once per 
day (at least once per month for sup¬ 
plies using water obtained from under¬ 
ground sources) for the purpose of mak¬ 
ing turbidity' measurements to determine 
compliance with ft 141.14. The measure¬ 
ment shall be made In accordance 
with the recommendations set forth in 
“Standard Methods for the Examination 
of Water and Wastewater/* American 
Public Health Association. 13th Edition, 
pp. 350-353 (Nephelometric Method) . 

(b) In the event that such measure¬ 
ment indicates that the maximum allow¬ 
able limit has been exceeded, the sam¬ 
pling and measurement shall be repeated 
within one hour. The results of the two 
measurements shall be averaged, and if 
the average confirms that the maximum 
allowable limit has been exceeded, this 
average shall be reported as directed in 
ft 141.31. If the monthly average of all 
samples exceeds the maximum allowable 
limit, this fact shall be reported as di¬ 
rected in ft 141.32(a). 

(c) The requirements of this ft 141.22 
shall not apply to public water systems 
other than community water systems 
which use water obtained from under¬ 
ground sources. 

g 141.23 Inorganic chemical sampling 
and analytical requirement*. 

(a)(1) To establish an Initial record 
of water quality, an analysis of sub¬ 
stances for the purpose of determining 
compliance with f 141.111 shall be com¬ 
pleted for all community water systems 
utilizing surface water sources within 
one year following the effective date of 
this subpart. This analysis shall be re¬ 
peated at yearly intervals. 

(2) An analysis for communtiy water 
systems utilizing ground water sources 


shall be completed within two years fol¬ 
lowing the effective date of this subpart. 
This analysis shall be repeated at three- 
year intervals. 

(3) Analyses for public water systems 
other than community water systems, 
whether supplied by surface or ground 
water sources, shall be completed within 
six years following the effective date of 
this subpart. These analyses shall be re¬ 
peated at five-year intervals. 

(b) If the supplier of water determines 
or has been informed by the State that 
the level of any contaminant Is 75 per¬ 
cent or more of the maximum contam¬ 
inant level, he shall analyze for the 
presence and quantity of that contami¬ 
nant at least once per month following 
the initial analysis or information. If. 
after conducting monthly testing for a 
period of at least one year, the supplier 
of water demonstrates to the satisfaction 
of the State that the level of such con¬ 
taminant is stable and due to a natural 
condition of the water source, he may re¬ 
duce the frequency of analysis for that 
contaminant consistent with the require¬ 
ments of paragraph (a) of this section. 

(c) If the supplier of water determines 
or has been Informed by the State that 
the level of any contaminant listed in 
ft 141.11 exceeds the maximum contam¬ 
inant level for the substance, he shall 
confirm such determination or informa¬ 
tion by repeating the analysis within 24 
hours following the initial analysis or in¬ 
formation. and then at least at weekly 
intervals during the period of time the 
maximum contaminant level for that 
substance has been exceeded, or until a 
monitoring schedule as a condition to a 
variance, exemption or enforcement ac¬ 
tion shall become effective. *I7ie results of 
such repetitive testing shall be averaged 
and reported as prescribed in paragraph 
<d> of this section. 

(d> To judge the compliance of a pub¬ 
lic water system with the maximum con¬ 
taminant levels listed in ft 141.11, aver¬ 
ages of data shall be used and shall be 
rounded to the same number of signifi¬ 
cant figures as the maximum contam¬ 
inant level for the substance in question. 
Each average shall be calculated on a 
past 12-month moving average basis if 
less than twelve samples per year are 
analyzed, and on a past three month 
moving average basis if twelve or more 
samples per year are analyzed. In cases 
where the maximum contaminant level 
has been exceeded in any one sample, the 
average concentration shall be calcu¬ 
lated on a one-month moving average 
basis and reported pursuant to f 141.31. 
If the mean of the samples comprising 
the one month moving average exceeds 
the maximum contaminant level, the 
supplier of water shall give public notice 
pursuant to ft 141.32(A). 

<e) The provisions of paragraphs (c> 
and (d) of this section notwithstanding, 
compliance with the maximum contami¬ 
nant level for nitrate shall be deter¬ 
mined on the basis of individual analyses 
rather than by averages. When a level 
exceeding the maximum contaminant 
level for nitrate is found, the analyses 
shall be repeated within 24 hours, and if 
the mean of the two analyses exceeds the 
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maximum contaminant level, the sup¬ 
plier of water shall report his findings 
pursuant to 81 141.31 and 141.32(a). 

<f) Analyses conducted to determine 
compliance with 8 141.11 shall be made 
in accordance with the following meth¬ 
ods: 

<1) Arsenic—Atomic Absorption Meth¬ 
od. "Methods for Chemical Analysis of 
Water and Wastes." pp. 95-96. Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency. Office of 
Technology Transfer. Washington. D.C. 
20460. 1974. 

(2) Barium—Atomic Absorption Meth¬ 
od. "Standard Methods for the Exam¬ 
ination of Water and Wastewater." 13th 
Edition, pp. 210-215, or "Methods for 
Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes." 
pp. 97-98. Environmental Protection 
Agency. Office of Technology Transfer. 
Washington. D.C. 20460. 1974 

(3) Cadmium—Atomic Absorption 
Method. "Standard Methods for the Ex¬ 
amination of Water and Wastewater/* 
13th Edition, pp. 210-215. or "Methods 
for Chemical Analysis of Water and 
Wastes." pp. 101-103. Environmental 
Protection Agency. Office of Technology 
Transfer. Washington, D.C. 20460. 1974. 

(4) Chromium—Atomic Absorption 
Method. "Standard Methods for the Ex¬ 
amination of water and Wastewater/* 
13th Edition, pp. 210-215. or "Methods 
for Chemical Analysis of Water and 
Wastes." pp. 105-106. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Office of Technology 
Transfer. Washington. D.C. 20460. 1974. 

(5) Cyanide—Titration or Colorimet¬ 
ric Methods. "Methods for Chemical 
Analysis of Water and Wastes," pp. 40- 
48. Environmental Protection Agency. 
Office of Technology Transfer. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20460. 1974. 

(6) Lead—Atomic Absorption Method. 
"Standards Methods for the Examina¬ 
tion of Water and Wastewater." 13th 
Edition, pp. 210-215. or "Methods for 
Chemical Analysis of Water and 
Wastes." pp. 112-113. Environmental 
Protection Agency. Office of Technology 
Transfer. Washington. D.C. 20460. 1974. 

(7) Mercury—Flameless Atomic Ab¬ 
sorption Method. "Methods for Chemical 
Analysis of Water and Wastes," pp. 118— 
126, Environmental Protection Agency. 
Office of Technology Transfer, Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20460.1974. 

(8) Nitrate—Brucine Colorimetric 
Method. "Standard Methods for the Ex¬ 
amination of Water and Wastewater." 
13th Edition, pp. 461-464. or Cadmium 
Reduction Method. "Methods for Chemi¬ 
cal Analysts of Water and Wastes." pp. 
201-206. Environmental Protection 
Agency. Office of Technology Transfer. 
Washington. D.C. 20460.1974. 

(9) Selenium—Atomic Absorption 
Method, "Methods for Chemical Analysis 
of Water and Wastes," p. 145, Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency. Office of 
Technology Transfer, Washington, D.C. 
20460.1974. 

(10 > Silver—Atomic Absorption Meth¬ 
od. "Standard Methods for the Examina¬ 
tion of Water and Wastewater" 13th 
Edition, pp. 210-215. or "Methods for 
Chemical Analysis of Water and 
Wastes." p. 146, Environmental Protec¬ 


tion Agency. Office of Technology Trans¬ 
fer, Washington. D.C. 20460. 1974. 

(11) Fluoride—Electrode Method. 
"Standard Methods for the Examination 
of Water and Wastewater." 13th Edition, 
pp. 172-174, or "Methods for Chemical 
Analysis of Water and Wastes." pp. 65- 
67. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Office of Technology Transfer. Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20460. 1974, or Colorimetric 
Method with Preliminary Distillation. 
"Standard Methods for the Examination 
of Water and Wastewater/* 13th Edition, 
pp. 171-172 and 174-176. or "Methods for 
Chemical Analysis of Water and 
Wastes." pp. 59-60. Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency. Office of Technology 
Transfer. Washington. D.C. 20460. 1974. 

§ 141.24 Pnlicidr and organic chem¬ 
ical* sampling and analytical require¬ 
ment*. 

(a) (1) To establish an initial record of 
water quality, an analysis of substances 
for the purpose of determining compli¬ 
ance with 88 141.12 and 141.13 shall be 
completed for all community water sys¬ 
tems utilizing surface water sources 
within one year following the effective 
date of this subpart. This analysis shall 
be repeated at yearly intervals. 

(2) An analysis for community water 
systems utilizing ground water sources 
shall be completed within two years fol¬ 
lowing the effective date of this subpart. 
This analysis shall be repeated at three- 
year intervals. 

<3) Analyses for public water systems 
other than community water systems, 
whether supplied by surface or ground 
water sources, shall be completed with¬ 
in six years following the effective date 
of this subpart. These analyses shall be 
repeated at five-year intervals. 

(b > If the supplier of water determines 
or has been informed by the State that 
the level of any contaminant is 75 per¬ 
cent or more of the maximum contami¬ 
nant level, he shall analyze for the pres¬ 
ence and quantity of that contaminant 
at least once per month following the 
initial analysis or information If. after 
conducting monthly testing for a peri¬ 
od of at least one year, the supplier of 
water demonstrates to the satisfaction 
of the State that the level of such con¬ 
taminant is stable and due to a natural 
condition of the water source, he may re¬ 
duce the frequency of analysis for that 
contaminant consistent with the re¬ 
quirements o! paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion. 

*c> If the supplier of water determines 
or has been informed by the State that 
the level of contaminants set forth in 
8 141.12 exceeds the maximum contami¬ 
nant level, he shall confirm such deter¬ 
mination or Information by repeating 
the analyses within two weeks following 
the initial analysis or information. The 
average of the two analyses, if in excess 
of the maximum contaminant level, 
shall be reported as directed in 88 141.31 
and 141.32(a). 

<d) If the supplier of water determines 
or has been informed by the State that 
the level of any contaminant listed in 
8 141.13 exceeds the maximum contami¬ 


nant level for the substance, he shall 
confirm such determination or informa¬ 
tion by repeating the analysis within 24 
hours following the initial analysis or In¬ 
formation, and then at least at weekly 
intervals during the period of time the 
maximum contaminant level for that 
substance has been exceeded, or until a 
monitoring schedule as & condition to 
variance, exemption or enforcement ac¬ 
tion shall become effective. The results 
of such repetitive testing shall be aver¬ 
aged and reported as prescribed In para¬ 
graph <e> of this section. 

<e) To judge the compliance of a pub¬ 
lic water system with the maximum con¬ 
taminant levels listed In 8 141.13, aver¬ 
ages of data shall be used and shall be 
rounded to the same number of signifi¬ 
cant figures as the maximum contami¬ 
nant level for the substance in question. 
Each average shall be calculated on a 
past 12-month moving average basis if 
less than twelve samples per year are 
analyzed, and on a past three month 
moving average basis if twelve or more 
samples per year are analyzed. In cases 
where the maximum contaminant levels 
of 6 141.13 have been exceeded in any one 
sample, the average concentration shall 
be calculated on a one-month moving 
average basis and reported pursuant to 
8 141.31. If the mean of the samples 
comprising the one month moving aver¬ 
age exceeds the maximum contaminant 
level, the supplier of water shall give 
public notice pursuant to 8 14132(a). 

(f) Sampling and analyses made to 
determine compliance with 8 141.12 shall 
be made In accordance with "An Im¬ 
proved Method for Determining Organics 
in Water by Activated Carbon Absorp¬ 
tion and Solvent Extraction." Parts 1 and 
2. Buelow. et al.. Journal of American 
Water Works Association, 65 : 57. 197 
(1973). 

(g) Analyses made to determine com¬ 
pliance with 8 141.13(a) shall be made 
in accordance with "Method for Organo- 
chlorine Pesticides in Industrial Efflu¬ 
ents," MDQARL. Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency. Cincinnati. Ohio. November 
28. 1973. 

<h) Analyses made to determine com¬ 
pliance with 8 141.13(b) shall be con¬ 
ducted in accordance with "Methods for 
Chlorinated Phenoxy Acid Herbicides in 
Industrial Effluents/* MDQARL. Cincin¬ 
nati. Ohio. November 23. 1973. 

§141.27 laboratory certification. 

For the purposes of determining com¬ 
pliance with 88 141.21 through 141.24, 
samples may be considered only if they 
have been analyzed by a laboratory ap¬ 
proved by the 8tate. The approval shall 
be contingent upon maintenance of 
proper laboratory methods and technical 
competence and upon the retention for 
inspection at reasonable times of ana¬ 
lytical results Approved laboratories 
shall make periodic reports as required 
by the State. 

§ 141.31 Reporting requirement*. 

The supplier of water shall report with¬ 
in 40 days following a test, measurement 
or analysis required to be made by this 
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subpart, the results of that test, measure¬ 
ment or analysis: Provided, That the sup¬ 
plier of water shall report within 36 hours 
the failure to meet any standards * In¬ 
cluding failure to comply with monitor¬ 
ing requirements* set forth In this sub- 
part. Reports required to be made by this 
i 141.31 shall be communicated to the 
State, except that Federal Agencies shall 
report to the Regional Administrator. 

§ 141.32 Publir noli firul ion of var- 
ianm, rxrmplionn and noncompli- 
anrr with Mnndardv 

<a> The supplier of water shall give 
notice to the persons served by the pub¬ 
lic water system of any failure on the 
part of the system to comply with the 
requirements * including monitoring re¬ 
quirements) of this subpart. The supplier 
of water shall give the notice required by 
this 1141.32 not less than once every 
three months during the life of the non- 
compliance: 

(1) By publication on not less than 
three consecutive days in a newspaper 
or newspapers of general circulation 
serving the area served by such public 
water system, which newspaper or news¬ 
papers shall be approved by the State 
With respect to the public water sys¬ 
tems operated by Federal Agencies, the 
newspapers cited in this paragraph shall 
be approved by the Regional Administra¬ 
tor; 
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<2> By furnishing a copy thereof to 
the radio and television stations serving 
such area as soon as practicable but not 
later than 36 hours after confirmation of 
the noncompiiance with respect to which 
the notice is required, and 

(3 > By inclusion with the water bills of 
the public water system at least once 
every three months if the water bills are 
issued at least once even* three months, 
and with every water bill if they are is¬ 
sued less often. If water bills are not is¬ 
sued, other means of notification accept¬ 
able to the State may be used. The notice 
required by this $ 141.32 shall state at 
least that the public water system fails 
to monitor, operate the system or pro¬ 
vide water which meets all the require¬ 
ments of this subpart and shall state with 
particularity those requirements for 
which there is noncompliance. If a quan¬ 
titive limitation has been exceeded, the 
notice shall state what the Federal or 
State limitation is. and at what level of 
performance the water supply system has 
been operating. 

<b> The supplier of water shall give 
notice pursuant to the procedures set 
forth in paragraph (a) of this section— 

< 1 > When his system has received a 
variance under section 1415(a)(1) or 
1415(a) (2) of the Act, and shall continue 
the notification process at no less than 
three month intervals during the life of 
the variance; 


«2> When his system has received an 
exemption under section 1416 and shall 
continue the notification process at no 
less than three month intervals during 
the life of the exemption; or 

<3) When his system has failed to 
comply with any schedule or control 
measure prescribed pursuant to a vari¬ 
ance or exemption and shall continue the 
notification process at no less than the 
three month intervals during the life of 
the variance and exemption. 

§ I t 1.11 Siting requirement*. 

Before a person may enter into a 
financial commitment for or initiate 
construction of a new public water sys¬ 
tem or increase the capacity of an exist¬ 
ing public water system, he shall— 

<a* To the extent practicable, avoid 
locating part or all of the new or ex¬ 
panded facility at a site which: 

(1) Is subject to earthquakes, floods, 
fires or other man-made disasters which 
could cause breakdown of the public 
water system or a portion thereof; and 

(2) Is within the floodplain of a 100 
year flood; 

< b) Notify the State. 

g 141.51 F.fTrrlivr dttlr. 

The standards set forth in this sub¬ 
part shall take effect 18 months after 
the date of promulgation. 

I PR Doc 75-6603 Filed 3-13-75;8:45 am] 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Employment Standards Administration 

MINIMUM WAGES FOR FEDERAL AND 
FEDERALLY ASSISTED CONSTRUCTION 

Modifications and Supersedeas Decisions 
to General Wage Determination Decisions 

General wage determination decisions. 
General Wage Determination Deci¬ 
sions of the Secretary of Labor specify, 
In accordance with applicable law and 
on the basis of information available 
to the Department of Labor from its 
study of local wage conditions and from 
other sources, the basic hourly wage 
rates and fringe benefit payments which 
arc determined to be prevailing for the 
described classes of laborers and me¬ 
chanics employed in construction activ¬ 
ity of the character and in the localities 
specified therein. 

The determinations in these decisions 
of such prevailing rates and fringe bene¬ 
fits have been made by authority of the 
Secretary’ of Labor pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Davis-Bacon Act of 
March 3. 1931, as amended <46 Slat 
1494, as amended. 40 UB.C. 270a > and 
of other Federal statutes referred to in 
29 CFR LI (including the statutes listed 
at 36 FR 306 following Secretary 
of Labor's Order No. 24-70) contain¬ 
ing provisions for the payment of 
wages which are dependent upon 
determinations by the Secretary of 
Labor under the Davis-Bacon Act; and 
pursuant to the provisions of Part 1 of 
Subtitle A of Title 29 of Code of Federal 
Regulations. Procedure for Predetermi¬ 
nation of Wage Rates <37 FR 21138) 
and of Secretary of Labor’s Orders 12-71 
and 15-71 (36 FR 8755. 8756>. The pre¬ 
vailing rates and fringe benefits deter¬ 
mined in these decisions shall, in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
foregoing statutes, constitute the mini¬ 
mum wages payable on Federal and 
federally assisted construction projects 
to laborers and mechanics of the speci¬ 
fied classes engaged on contract work of 
the character and in the localities 
described therein. 

Good cause Is hereby found for not 
utilizing notice and public procedure 
thereon prior to the issuance of these 
determinations as prescribed in 5 U.S.C. 
553 and not providing for delay in effec¬ 
tive date as prescribed in that section, 
because the necessity to issue construc¬ 
tion industry wage determination fre¬ 
quently and in large volume causes 
procedures to be impractical and con¬ 
trary to the public interest. 

General Wage Determination Deci¬ 
sions are effective from their date of 
publication in the Federal Register 
without limitation as to time and are to 
be used in accordance with the provi¬ 
sions of 29 CFR. Parts 1 and 5. Accord¬ 
ingly. the applicable decision together 
with any modifications issued subse¬ 
quent to its publication date shall be 
made a part of every contract for per¬ 


formance of the described work within 
the geographic area indicated as required 
by an applicable Federal prevailing wage 
law and 29 CFR. Part 5. The wage rates 
contained therein shall be the minimum 
paid under such contract by contractors 
and subcontractors on the work. 

Modifications and supersedeas deci¬ 
sions to general tcage determination de¬ 
cisions. Modifications and Supersedeas 
Decisions to General Wage Determina¬ 
tion Decisions are based upon informa¬ 
tion obtained concerning changes in 
prevailing hourly wage rates and fringe 
benefit payments since the decisions were 
issued. 

The determinations of prevailing rates 
and fringe benefits made in the Modifi¬ 
cations and Supersedeas Decisions have 
been made by authority of the Secretary’ 
or Labor pursuant to the provisions of 
the Da vis-Bacon Act of March 3. 1931, as 
amended (46 8tat. 1494, as amended. 40 
U.S.C. 276a > and of other Federal stat¬ 
utes referred to in 29 CFR 1.1 (including 
the statutes listed at 36 FR 306 follow¬ 
ing Secretary of Labor’s Order No, 24-70) 
containing provisions for the payment of 
wages which arc dependent upon deter¬ 
mination by the Secretary of Labor under 
the Davis-Bacon Act: and pursuant to 
the provisions of Part 1 of Subtitle A of 
Title 29 of Code of Federal Regulations. 
Procedure for Predetermination of Wage 
Rates. (37 FR 21138) and of Secretary 
of Labor’s Orders 13-71 and 15-71 (36 FR 
8755. 8756). The prevailing rates and 
fringe benefits determined in foregoing 
General Wage Determination Decisions, 
as hereby modified, and/or superseded 
shall, in accordance with the provisions 
of the foregoing statutes, constitute the 
minimum wages payable on Federal and 
federally assisted construction projects 
to laborers and mechanics of the speci¬ 
fied classes engaged In contract work of 
the character and in the localities 
described therein. 

Modifications and Supersedeas Deci¬ 
sions are effective from their date of 
publication in the Federal Register 
without limitation as to time and are 
to be used in accordance with the provi¬ 
sions of 29 CFR Parts 1 and 5. 

Any person, organization, or govern¬ 
mental agency having an interest in the 
wages determined as prevailing Is encour¬ 
aged to submit wage rate information 
for consideration by the Department. 
Further information and self-explana¬ 
tory forms for the purpose of submitting 
this data may be obtained by writing 
to the U.8. Department of Labor. Em¬ 
ployment Standards Administration. Of¬ 
fice of Special Wage Standards. Division 
of Wage Determinations, Washington. 
D.C. 20210. The cause for not utilizing 
the rulemaking procedures prescribed 
in 5 U.S.C. 553 has been set forth in 
the original General Wage Determina¬ 
tion Decision. 

Modifications to general wage deter¬ 
mination decisions. The numbers of the 
decisions being modified and their dates 


of publication in the Federal Register 
are listed with each State. 


Arkftnfta*. 

AR75-4019 ... 

AR76-4058 . 

California. CA75-5015_ 

Florida: 

AP-178; AP-179; AP-180.. 

A Q—4004 __ 

AQ-4017; AQ 4018; AQ- 
4019. 

AQ-4030 __ 

Georgia. OA75-1025_ 

Hawaii. HI75-5002. 

Illinois: 

AR-3064; AR-3069; AR- 

3072. 

AR-3170 . 

AR-3175 ... 

IL75 2035 .... 

Minnesota: 

AR-3160 .. 

MN75 2042 .- 

Montana. MT75-5017- 

Nebraska: 

AR 94 . 

NE75-4055 __ 

Nevada, AR-1057-- 

New Mexico. NM76-4002_ 

Pennsylvania: 

A Q-2079 . 

AR 2003. AR-2004; AR- 
2005; AR-2006 

AR-2095 . 

PA75-3011 .. 

Rhode Island: 

RI76-2031; RI75-2032: RI 
75-2033. 

South Carolina. 8C75-1017.. 
Texas: 

AR 82 _ 

TX75 4009; TX75-4012... 
TX75-4020; TX75-4024; TX 
75-4029. 

TX75 4056 . 

Washington. DC,. DC76- 
3002. 


Jan.17.1975. 
Feb.28,1975. 
Feb. 7. 1975. 

May 4. 1973. 
Aug. 24. 1973. 
Oct. 5. 1973. 

Oct. 26, 1973. 
Feb 28. 1975. 
Jan.24. 1975. 

Aug. 9, 1974. 

Nov.15. 1974. 
Dec. 13. 1974 
Feb 7.1975. 

Nov. 8. 1974 
Feb.21.1975. 
Feb.7.1975. 

Dec. 27. 1974 
Feb.28. 1975. 
Dec.13. 1974 
Jan. 10, 1975. 


Mar. 29. 1974. 
July 12. 1974 

Dec. 13. 1974 
Jan. 31.1975. 

Feb. 7. 1975. 

Jan. 31, 1975. 

Nov. 29, 1974. 
Jan.17.1975 
Jan. 24. 1975. 

Feb. 28. 1975. 
Jan. 3. 1975. 


Supersedeas decisions to general 
wage determination decisions. The 
numbers of the decisions being su¬ 
perseded and their dates of publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register are listed 
with each State. 

Supersedeas Decision numbers are in 
parentheses following the numbers of the 
decision being superseded. 


Arizona, A R-1008 (AZ75- 

5034) 

Illinois. AR-3168 (EL75- 

2050). 

Kansas: 

AP-532 (KS75-4065) . 

AQ 32 (KS75-4062): AQ- 
33 (KS76—4064). 

AQ-36 (KB75—4061). 

AR-83 (KS75-4063) . 

Massachusetts, MA75-2007 
MA75-20S3) 

Pennsylvania. AR 2035 (PA 
75-3023). 

South Carolina, SC75-1003 
(SC75-1031) . 

Wisconsin. AR- 3 1 45 (WI875- 
2048). 


Aug. 9. 1974. 
Not. 16.1974. 

May 25. 1973. 
Sept 28. 1973 

Oct. 24, 1973. 
Nov. 29. 1974. 
Jan 17. 1975. 

Nov 15, 1974. 

Jan. 17. 1976 

Sept. 27. 1974 


Signed at Washington D C., this 7th 
day of March 1975, 


Ray J. Dolan. 
Assistant Administrator. 
Wage and Hour Division. 
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